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Mr. SHIELDS. 1 wish to move to postpone 
the resolution until next Saturday. 

The PRESIDENT. 
der consideration. The simple question is on 
postponing the orders with a view of taking it up, 
and on that question the yeas and nays have been 
ordered, : 


Mr. HUNTER. The Senate will recollect that 
the bill making appropriations for the Indian De- 
partment has been, I may say, before the Senate 
for three days. It was reported one day, it was 
yesterday taken up, and the Senate adjourned 
while it was pending. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I wish to ask the Chair 


whether it is not competent to move to postpone 


the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts until | 


next Saturday? 

Mr. HUNTER. 
to the order of business, and cannot be postponed, 
but must be decided. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on post- 
poning the orders with the view of taking up the 
resolution of the Senator from Massachusetts. 
That question cannot be postponed; it must be 
taken. 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 10, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Clarke, Davis, Dodge of Wisconsin, 


Foot, Hamlin, Seward, Shields, Sumner, Upham, and | 


Wade—10. 

NAYS—Messrs. Borland, Brodhead, Brooke, 
Chariton, Clemens, De Saussure, Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, 
Downs, Felch, Fish, Geyer, Gwin, Huntgr, King, Mallory, 
Mangum, Mason, 
Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Smith, Soulé, Spruance, 
Toucey, and Weller—32. 


So the motion to take up the resolution was not | 
|| which was sent along with the treaty. 


agreed to. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT. The hour has arrived for 
the consideration of the special orders. The first 
special order is the bill from the House of Repre- 
sentatives ‘‘ making appropriations for the current 
‘and contingent expenses of the Indian Depart- 
‘ment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
‘the various Indian tribes for the year ending 
* June 30, 1853.”’ 

Mr. SEWARD. I do not think that bill was 
ma‘le the special order for to-day. 

The PRESIDENT. It is the unfinished busi- 
ness of yesterday, and is therefore the first special 
order. 

Mr. SEWARD. 


nia, [Mr. Gwiy,] that I came here this morning, 
intending to propose to take up the bill providing 
for a reconnoissance of Behring’s Straits. 
notice now, that | shall ask the Senate to take up 
that bill after we shall have got through with the 
bill now under consideration, or during the morn- 
ing hour to-morrow. 

Mr. CASS. [ merely wish to observe that I 
have had a conversation with the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance, and he has agreed to in- 


terpose no objection to the consideration of the | 


bill for the construction of a canal around the 
Falls of St. Mary’s, when the bill now under con- 
sideration shall be disposed of. Myself and my 
colleague are very anxious to terminate that bill. 


l therefore wish to give notice that when it is |, 
next taken up, I shall urge the Senate to dispose | 
of it; and I shall ask to have it taken up as soon | 


as this bill is through with. I will repeat what I 


said yesterday, that if we cannot satisfactorily | 


show to the Senate that a work of defense upon 
a remote frontier, and upon the land of the United 
States, has no more connection with the doctrine 
of internal improvements than it has with the 
judiciary, or any other power assumed and granted 
to the ) Sesseeree Ara of the United States, we will 
abandon the whole measure. 


The PRESIDENT. The Indian appropriation | 


bill is under consideration. It has been reported 
from the Committee on Finance with several 
amendments, the first of which is to strike out the 
following clause: 
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The resolution is not un- | 


This is a question in relation 


Cass, | 


Meriwether , Miller, Morton, Norris, | 


I wish to state, for the in- | 
formation of the Senate, and especially for the in- | 
formation of the honorable Senator from Califor- | 


I give | 


_ “* For liquidated balance found due the Creek Indians, 
for losses sustained during the last war with Great Britait 
by that portion of the tribe that was friendly to and c¢ 
operated with the United States, in accordance with the 
promise of the Government, $110,417 90, to be paid by th 
United States agent forthe Creek Indians, to those individ 
uals now living, and the legal representatives of those de 
ceased, who are entitled to receive the same.”’ 
Mr. HUNTER. MQr. President, this claim is, 
I believe, an old acquaintance of the Senate. |: 
originated in the transactions of the war of 1814 
with the Creeks, which was determined by a 
treaty made by General Jackson with the tribe in 
that year. When that treaty was made by Gen- 
eral Jackson, under the instructions of the War 
Department, he obtained a cession from the Creeks 
for the purpose of reimbursing the Government 
for the expenses of the war; and for military and 
other purposes, he obtained a cession of a large 
portion of land. I believe it amounted to 22,000- 
000 of acres. Of these lands, about 8,000,000 of 
acres belonged to the friendly Creeks. Thisamount 
was reserved by General Jackson, as he said, for 
military purposes, and purposes which were then 
beneficial, not only to the United States, but to 
the Creeks themselves, because by interposing 
white settlements there they intercepted the Creek 
Indians from access to Florida, which was then a 
foreign possession. It was necessary, therefore, 
for military, as well as other purposes, to obtain 
possession of this portion of the Creek lands. 
When that cession was made, the friendly 
Creeks were not satisfied with the terms of the 
treaty. They agreed to sign it, however, provided 
| that General Jackson would send on to the Gov- 
ernment, along with their signatures, their state 

ment in relation to their claim. It is a statement 
lt was 
not a portion of the treaty—it was not incorpora 
ted into the treaty; but it was sent by General 
Jackson as their statement along with the treaty 
when it was communicated to the Government. 
rheir statement was: 

‘* We call ourselves, as we are, masters of the land 
We have adhered faithfully in peace and war to our treaty 
stipulations with the United States. Finding that General 
Jackson, in drawing the lines around our country, to retain 
£0 much of that conquered from the hostile Indians as he 
|}; deemed just, found it necessary, for political motives and 
purposes, to run a line within which there is a great quan 
tity of lands actually our property, for which he, as an 
equivalent, leaves to the conquered [ndians lands between 
Coosa and Tallapoosa, we do not deem the exchange as 
| an equivalent. It shall not, however, interfere with run 
|| ning the line, as we rely on the justice of the United States 

to cause justice to be done us. And on these conditions 
| we request that General Pinckney’s letter, of the 23d of 
| April, to Colonel Hawkins, and the answer thereto, of the 
| 24th, be sent on with the treaty, which we will sign after 

delivering this instrument.” 

The portion of General Pinckney’s letter here 
referred to contains these declarations: 

‘¢ The United States will retain so much of the conquered 
territory as may appear to the Government thereof to be a 
just indemnity for the expenses of the war, and as a resti 

| tution for the injuries sustained by its citizens and the 
friendly Creek Indians. You will please, sir, to communi 
cate these terms to the friendly Indians, and enjoin them, 
in the proscution of the war against such as may continue 
hostile, to abstain carefully from injuring those who may be 
| returning with the intention of making their submission. 
You may likewise inform them that the United States will 
not forget their fidelity, but in the arrangement which may 
be inade of the lands to be retained as indemnity, their claim 
will be respected ; and such of their chiefs as have distin 
guished themselves by their exertions and valorin the com 
mon cause will also receive a remuueration in the ceded 
lands, in such manner as the Government may direct.”’ 

General Jackson, in making thetreaty, obviously 
had reference to these assurances; for he retained 
| in that treaty for each of the Creek chieftains the 

lands of which they were in possession for the 

use of themselves and their heirs, so long as they 
remained upon them. He also retained for the 
| friendly Creek Indians a portion of the land which 
belonged to the hostile Creeks. It is true that 
| when they asked him where the hostiles were to 
| go, he said there was enough for both; and in this 
he said what was ae true; for he retained 
upwards of five millions of acres for a tribe num- 
bering from twenty thousand to twenty-five thou- 
1 sand persons, being something like two hundred 
|| and fifty acres per man. He said it was enough 
\ for both. I believe it was. But he transmitted, 











‘ . ry? ‘ . . . 
3 FOR THIS SESSION 
. , — 
New Senries....! No. 123 
as they desired, with the treaty, their communica- 
tion In refere >» the nds. Colonel Haw- 
kins, the Indian rverv valuable agent, 
one in whom e Gov nent seemed to have 
great confidence, and stivy to have reposed it, 
was writte oont In relation to these 
cialn of the triendiy Cree Colonel Hawkins 
SAV 
‘Astot extentof th « 1} : » data to calcu 

late from. Part of the vouche we taken on by Mr 
Cassedy, the General’s s etary. at the rema ler given 
ins to the assistant agent, at Coweta, wl » | have 
ordered on here; w atever they I y t 1 w forward 
them, as soon asreceived. It ve,att of drawing 
the tiie for the treaty, Sf 0O0 would ‘ bere received 
as an equivalent The Indians of 'T » at e were the 

rst faithiul, and 1 y atest suflers . { town Was 

resieged r eight days, and whent } ALit was 
destroyed with all their property but wha vid carry 
off when thev retreated to Coweta s ‘ i 4 
luskegee, Coweta, and Tallahass« uid their | es 
burnt. their stock and provisions destroved some tew to a 
consideral a int .% tly t 1 il one 
losses sustained were ‘ nean era ws many t 
inend towns did not i t but what was take 
Dy dis derly individu I | i 
Various questior were put to Co Haw 

kins by the War Department Che ! stion 
was: 

** Quest Whether indemnity oug! ade t 
them | estoring a part of the ceded land an addi 
tional anoutty, or by giving t 1 a certain fix sum im 
ih it or goods?” 

In re ily to th a he sa ad: 

‘| believe the correct way would | t liquidate t 
claims of individuals, some of which,1 a told, are to 
high; reduce them to a it value, and ay them if it 
were a national claim. a cession of land might be desirable 
but to individuals it is otherwise.”’ 

“_" = ' hw lay ¢} that ( 
[he mean ngotrt was obviously thts 1 0 
, ; . | 
onel Hawkins tl jughi, n i ve we ound to 
. ' 
pay them for their lands—not that we ound 
F. ' 
to pay them for property de oyed v ost 
' 
Creeks, for we were notbound t dem: urown 
citizens for the operty destroyed « ne W 
by the h stile Creeks, unless it was dol vpecause 
that property WAS IN pOSseSsSION < t ps, 
the possession of the United States for mijttary 
stores. We were not bound to indemnify them 
according to any view of things, whether they be 
looked upon as citizens of our own country, or as 
: ' ; = 
a separate and inde endent people; but in orcer to 
— : , : ; 
satisfy them, as these friendly Indians ned to 
think they had been hardly dealt by, Colonel 
E : ' 1 . } . 2 
Hawkins said the best way would be to liquidate 
these claims, and make the Indians an allowance 

- ’ «} , 

of money. He said, that, at the time the treaty 
was made, he believed $60,000 would have satis- 
fied them. Afterwards he made an examination, 
nd on making that examination, found that 


$738,000 ought to be paid them, and said th 


claim } could not exces j “10 O00 
1817 the 


the ( mm 


eir just 


ject was 
tee 


W ith this information, in 
rht up before Congress 


~ ’ 


of Ways and Means, at the head of 


orou 


which was 


Mr. Lowndes, of South Carolina, reported upon 
it, and rep yrted that under all these circumstances, 
after reciting this calculation of the | lans in re 
lation to their lands, ild pay them $85,000, 
a sum which wa etween that fi lL by Ce one! 
Hawkins to be due, and the greatestamount which 
he thoug lit ce | lv be due to the Indians 
In order to snovyv t this was ad mea to wv¢ 
paid, not upon | ie sition that we were bound 
to remunerate them ually for all the es they 
suffered—not upon the supposition we 1 

bound to pay them for the eight millions of es 
of lan = ut in order to do w hat was re na le, 
to give sat sfaction, it was proposed try make 

appropriation of this sum of 85,000, ross, t 
be distributed rateably amongst ¢ the simants 


thinking that would satisfy the friendly Creek In- 


y 


dians in relation to their treatme y the United 
States. In order to show that that was his view, 
I will read what Mr. Lowndes says: 


** At the time of the treaty, the friendly Creeks wonld 
have been satisfied, in the opivion of Colonel Hawkins, 
to have received as an indemnity for they losses, the sum 
of 360,000. As itis to be considered in some measure a 


claim under a treaty, as they seem to have expected that 
some fixed sum would be distributed among them a« an 
equivalent for their losses, and as to do so will be to make 
it the interest of each sufferer that the losses of another shal! 
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not be exaggerated beyond their real amount, the committee 
believe that it will be best to appropriate a definite sum, to 
be applied, under the direction of the Secretary of War, 
to indemnify the friendly Creek Indians for property de- 
stroyed by the hostile Creeks, in fair proportion to their 
losses.’’ 


A law was passed, in pursuance of this recom- 
mendation of Mr. Lowndes, and the sum recom- 
mended, $85,000, was appropriated in gross. It 
was supposed to be as much as the Indians could 
reasonably expect; not upon the idea of paying 
them every cent which they might have lost from 
the injuries of the hostile Creeks during the war, 
bht merely to satisfy them,—to persuade them 
that they had been dealt with generously. It 
seems, however, that they were not satisfied, and 
they presented their claim again. ‘The matter was 
again adjudicated by the Committee of Ways and 
Means in 1824, at the head of which committee 
at that time was Mr. Louis McLane. That re- 
port takes the ground that the question had been 
settled by Mr. Lowndes, and that they would not 
disturb that settlement. Here is a portion of that 
report. The committee say: 

‘Tt is the opinion of the committee that the sum of 
$85,000, appropriated by the law of 1817, was intended to 
be a full indemnity for all the losses of the friendly Indians, 
and was equal to any reasonable expectation. This ap 
pears to be manifest from the estimate by Colonel Hawkins, 
that the chiefs would have been satisfied at the date of the 
treaty with the sum of $60,000; and, in the letter of the 
acting Secretary of War to D. B. Mitchell, the Indian 
agent, directing the application of the money, he is in- 
formed that, as the Jaw is general in its terms, and predi- 
cated on Coionel Hawkins’s estimate, it will be proper to 
pay the claimants mentioned in the estimate only a portion 
of their claim at present, as itis probable that there may 
be other claimants entitled to the benefits of the law, who 
are not mentioned in the list of claims furnished by Colonel 
Hawkins; therefore a final distribution of the money should 
not take place until the whole amount of the claims is as- 
certained.’’ 

This shows that it was the opinion of the Secre- 
tary of War that this was the allowance of a sum 
in gross to be distributed among the Indians rate- 
ably, so as to satisfy them of our mode of dealing 
with them. It was obviously the opinion of the 
Secretary of War that after ascertaining the whole 
amount of the claims, this sum of $85,000 was to 
be distributed among the claimants rateably. The 
committee, therefore, in 1824, decided that they 
would not disturb the settlement made in 1817. 

I know, sir, that it has been urged by the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, seizing upon a single 
clause in the report of 1824, that this committee, 
at the head of which was Mr. McLane—and 
which was one of the ablest committees, if you will 
refer to the members composing it, ever organized 
in the House of Representatives—did not under- 
stand this subject; and that they were mistaken 
as to the facts, basing the assertion upon a loose 
expression in the report. But whoever will read 
it will see it was consistent and clear in its object, 
as it was concise in its statements. The idea that 
Mr. MeLane did not understand the statement of 
the agent, General Mitchell, which is relied upon 
in order to disparage and set aside this report, is 
refuted by the fact that, appended to the report is 
the letter of General Mitchell, which was pre- 
sented along with it, and submitted by Mr. Mc- 
Lane and the committee themselves. It is obvi- 
ous therefore that they had all these papers before 
them, and that they understood the subject. Their 
decision was, that they would not disturb this 
settiement—that it was asettlement made by Con- 
gress—not to pay the whole amount of the losses, 
but to pay a certain sum of money in gross, to be 
distributed among the claimants rateably. 

[tis nowhere to be found that Mr. Calhoun, 
then Secretary of War, ever recommended the 
payment of theclaim. Being called upon, he sub- 
mitted these papers, and said they were all the 
information which he had upon the subject. Gen- 
eral Jackson, when he submitted the treaty, did 
not recommend the payment to the friendly Creeks 
of anything. He was, subsequently, for eight 
years President of the United States, and had the 
»ower and the means, and would undoubtedly 
Save recommended something to be paid, if he 
had believed that anything was due; but he failed 
to do so because, doubtless, he did not think it 
proper to disturb the settlement which had been 
made, 

_Now,I ask the Senate whether they think it 
right to go back and disturb the settlement and 
adjustment of this claim made in 1817—something 
like thirty-five years ago—especially when they 
come to remember that it was subsequently brought 


if they were considered as belonging tothe Indians. | 
| © . . . . . . / 
Our obligation is this: that where it is ne- 


| 





up to another committee in 1824, and they refused 
to disturb the settlement? It is now assumed, at 
this great distance of time, that we should go back 
and examine the circumstances attending this 
treaty, and see whether the settlement or adjust- 
ment was not an improper one, and reopen the 


whole question, in order to see that justice may | 


be done. 


Why, sir, if we act upon this principle, I take 


it upon myself to say that there is not a treaty 
which we have made with the Indians, which I 
have examined, which could not be set aside upon 
the same grounds. If we go upon the ground 
that the Indians were the owners of these lands, 
and that there was not enough paid te them for 
that ownership, I can take all the treaties and show 
upon their face that the Indians have not received 
a full compensation for what they have ceded. 
Why, I am told that the Osages have ceded to the 
United States upwards of 140,000,000 acres of 
land, and have received only about $400,000 in 
exchange for it. If we should reopen this treaty 
in order to readjust this agreement, | do not see 
how we could refuse to go back and examine the 
Osage treaty, and see if they had any legitimate 
claim upon us; for if these Creeks have any legiti- 
mate claim at all, it is in relation to their lands— 
the 8,000,000 acres taken fromthem. If we were 
to readjust this, and pay the $110,000 demanded, 
in addition to the $85,000 previously paid for their 
losses, you would make this act the foundation of 
another claim. ‘They would come before us in a 
short time and ask us to give them something in 
return for the 8,000,000 acres of land which were 
ceded to the Government under the treaty of 1814. 

But, sir, what will become of the Treasury? 
W hat will become of the time of Congress, if we 
thus go back and reopen these ancient transactions, 
and undertake now, upon such imperfect evidence 
as we may collect, to readjust these matters? | 
say, if we act upon this principle, we may make 
up our minds that we shall have business enough, 
in relation to these Indian claims, to employ nearly 
all the time which Congress has to bestow upon 


the business of the country; for I know of no | 
treaty, if the question of inadequacy of considera- 


tion is to be madea ground for disturbing it, which 
may not be reopened and disturbed. 

I goa little further. 
determine to reopen and readjust this account, and 
to go back into these ancient transactions, I am 
not satisfied that these Indians would be entitled 
to receive more than they have received. 
certainly were not entitled to payment from us for 


losses inflicted upon them by members of their | 
own tribe—by the hostile Creeks, and were to be | 
paid nothing but a mere gratuity to satisfy them. | 
Nor were we bound to remunerate them for the | 


8,000,000 acres of land taken from them; for, 


as General Jackson well said, those lands were | 


taken, not only for our benefit, but for theirs; be- 
cause it was greatly to their interest that peace 


should be preserved; and as long as the Creek | 


nation had free access to Florida, it would be im- 
possible, or at least very difficult, to preserve 
eace, 


I do not, for one, admit that the Indians have | 


any other than a possessory right in these lands. 
I do not believe that it is a proper principle in 


treating with them to consider them as the owners | 


of the lands, and go upon the idea of compensating 
them for the lands. Wehaveneverdoneso. We 
have never paid them a sum which would be any- 
thing like a compensation for the lands themselves, 


No, sir. 
cessary to remove these Indians, we do it in such 
a manner as shall be compatible with their future 
happiness and future improvement; and we make 
them such allowances as will put them in no worse 
a situation than arises from the very necessity of 
the case—and the necessity of the case under 


which they suffer, is being thrown into competi- || 


tion with the white man, a competition before 
which they must ultimately perish. 

I believe that the course of the Government, so 
far from having been inhuman and unkind to 
these people, as has been said, for the last thirty 
or forty years at least, has been eminently hu- 
mane, and has palliated, so far as they were con- 
cerned, a mecessary evil. It has postponed their 
fate; it has delayed their destiny. The United 
States have done all that they could do in order to 


|| afford these people every facility for improvement | 


I] say that if the Senate | 


They || 
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and civilization. I believe, therefore, that we were 
not bound, in equity or law, to treat with these 
Indians upon the principle that they were the own- 
ers of these 8,000,000 acres of land, and that 
we should pay them for them. We left them, as 
General Jackson said, enovgh for both portions of 
thetribe. We gave them, according to this treaty, 
one year’s subsistence. We gave, as we prom- 
ised, to the chiefs of the friendly Indians, the pos- 
session of what they held, during their lives, and 
as long as their posterity would keep them. And 
finally we removed them west of the Mississippi, 
where this tribe, numbering now about twenty 
thousand people, have 9,000,000 acres of land— 
very fine lands—more, I am told by the Commis- 


| sioner of Indian Affairs, than they can possibly 
| use. 


Now, I ask, upon a survey of the whole of our 
transactions with these Indians—of all the circum- 
stances connected with this matter, if we have not 
done as much for them as they could reasonably 
expect. I doubt whether we should have benefited 
them if we had given them a larger allowance 
in money. I believe that if we look into this 
matter we shall find that we have injured them by 
mistaken efforts of philanthropy; and that, often, 
when we have made these pecuniary allowances 
out of mistaken feelings of generosity, it was af- 


| fording them the means of self-destruction, and 


the degradation of their tribe. In saying so, I do 
not speak without the book. Why, in the very 
last report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
we have a report from the Kanzas agent, Thomas 
Mosely, in which he says: 

“<I believe, and feel well assured, that large annuities of 
money afford a certain data by which the final extinction 
of the red men can, with arithmetical precision, be made. 
In this litle tribe, now numbering less than six hundred, in 
the space of ten weeks there has been one murder, and 
several badly stabbed and injured, and some ten or twelve 


| have died from the effects of drunkenness, and, in the 


mean time, about thirteen have died of cholera. The most 
of these were intemperate.” 


In another portion of his report he says: 


*“T am clearly of the opinion, that to pay the annuities 
once a year is the better policy ; and if it could be legally 
made only once in two years, it would then throw the dis- 
solute and drinkers upon their own resources, and per- 
chance they might see the necessity of betaking themselves 
to some useful employment. I view annuities, in money 
paid to Indians, as a great misfortune, if not a curse, to a 
majority, as they are seldom benefited by it to the extent 
ofitsamount. If some plan could be adopted by which the 


| annuities could be expended upon improvements, farms, or 


houses for the Indians, it would result to them and their 


| families more beneficial and valuable. 


‘* | find the Shawnee people more industrious in the gen- 
eral, and better farmers, than the neighboring tribes, Why 
is this difference? Itmust be because they draw buta very 
smal! annuity, not sufficient even to attract traders, and 
they are thrown upon their own resources, and itis with 
them work or do worse.”’ 

I am therefore of opinion, that this claim has 
been adjusted as long ago as 1817, and that it 
would be impolitic now to attempt to disturb that 
settlement; and I must say, that if I were called 
upon to readjustit, inlooking tothe transactionsas 
they have come down to us through that distance 
of time, I believe that the Government has done as 


| much for these Indians as it was wise to do upon 


|| any view of the case. 


Nor do I believe that it 
would have been better for the Indians themselves 
if the Government, at that day, had given them, 
instead of $85,000, $185,000 in money. It was 
for these reasons that | for one voted in the Com- 
mittee on Finance to strike out this item, and to 


| recommend to the Senate to strike it out. 


Mr. CHARLTON. Mr. President, [ do not 


| propose to makea speech in reference to this claim, 


| 


but only to offer a few remarks in regard to it, as 
it has fallen in my way to be conversant with its 
nature. I differ now, as I would always differ 
from the honorable Senator from Virginia, with 
great diffidence, because | know the ability, the 
learning, and the research which he brings to the 


| investigation of every question to which he turns 


his attention. But, sir, the human mind is liable 
to fall into error,and | think my friend from Vir- 
ginia has made that lapse in the present instance. 

The question before the Senate is, Have we 
made any promises to these Indians? and if we 


| have made promises, have we performed them? 
|The abstract question, whether we ought to pay 
' them annuities at a greater or less distance of time, 


} 
| 


is a very different question. The questions now 
under consideration are, as I state them: Have 
we ever made any promises to these Indians? and 
have we fulfilled those promises? Senators must 
remember the condition of affairs at the time when 
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these promises were ideale We e were dein en- | 

aged in a war with Great Britain—I speak now | 
of 1813 and 1814—and a great part of the Creek | 
Indians were induced by the evil purposes perhaps 
of the British Government, certainly by other In- 
dian tribes, particularly the Prophet—the brother 
of Tecumseh, | believe, being the main agent—to 
rebel against the treaties which they had made 
with the United States, and put themselves in a 
state of armed hostility. It was very important 
to the Government that a portion of these Indians, 
as many as could be, should be kept from active 
hostility against the United States, for we had | 
enough upon our hands in. the war with Great | 
Britain and with the rest of the tribe. Those In- | 
dians who remained true to the Government, and 
true to the treaties which they had made with the 
Government, rendered essential service. They 
arrayed themselves against their own clan—against 
some of their own tribe; they gave their blood, 
and they gave their property, as the results of 
their aid in our behalf. I do not know whether 
my friend from Virginia is a military man or not, 
but he must remember that the very highest mili- 


tary authority of this land at present, an authority | 


which, although he will not recognize it, a great 


many else will, has said that it is a very danger- | 


ous position for a man to place himself under a fire 
both in his front and in his rear at the same time. 
That is the position which the friendly Creeks 
occupied. They had divers fires to contend with 
in front and rear, but they remained true and 
faithful. 

The first remark of the Senator from Virginia, 
to which | wish to reply. is, that we were not bound 
to indemnify the friendly Creeks for their own 


land, which they lost by remaining faithful to the | 


treaty which they had formed with the Govern- 
ment. I say that we were bound to indemnify them 
for this land, because the Government promised 


to indemnify them; and the report which I have | 
before me, from the Department of the Interior, | 


shows that that was the policy of theGovernment, 
and that that was what we promised. It will be 


remembered that General Pinckney was clothed | 


with almost absolute authority by the Secretary 
of War, in relation to this matter. 
from the Department of the Interior, I find the fol- 
lowing: 


In the report | 


‘General Pinckney employed Colonel Hawkins, the | 
Government agent for the Creeks, to make known to them | 


the terms upon which peace would be granted, ameng which 


was, that‘the United States will retain so much of the | 


‘conquered territory as may appear to the Government 


‘ thereof to be a just indemnity forthe expenses of the war, | 


‘and as a restitution for the injuries sustained by its citi- 
‘zens, and the friendly Creek Indians.’ He was instructed 
to communicate these terms to the friendly Indians, and 
enjoin them, in the prosecution of the war against such as 
may continue hostile, to abstain carefully from injuring 
those who may be returning with the intention of making 
‘their submission. You may likewise inform them that 


‘the United States will not forget their fidelity, but in the | 


‘management which may be made of the land to be re 
‘tained in indemnity, their claim will be respected, and 
“such of their chiefs as have distinguished themselves by 
‘their exertions and valorin the common cause, will also 
‘receive a remuneration in the ceded lands, in such man- 
‘ ner as the Government may direct.’ ”’ 


Now, the Senate will perceive that we did make, 
during this war, a promise to indemnify the 
Creeks; that in consideration of their friendly con- 
duct, we would indemnify them against all Josses 


which they might sustain. That promise covered | 


at that time, as was supposed, their individual 


losses incurred from the hostile Creeks during the | 


contest; for they did not certainly, and the Gov- 
ernment did not seem, at that time, to contemplate 
that as a reward to them for remaining friendiy to 
the United States, we would take away their 
land. But the Government did take away the 
lands of the friendly Creeks; that was one of the 
fires in front and rear to which they were sub- 
jected. 

Such was the condition of affairs when General 
Jackson came on to make this treaty with them. 
He insisted upon drawing his line with the sword. 
He took jaway not only the lands of the hostile 
Creeks, but also the land of the friendly Creeks; 
and when they asked him where they should go, 
he pointed them to what my friend from Virginia 


terms an ** equivalent,” which was a small por- | 


tion of their own territory. It strikes me that this 
was a curious kind of equivalent. Suppose we 
had avery broad domain; suppose it possible 
that a foreign Government should conquer and 
take away all our lands, and give us a small por- 
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tion, such as Rhode Island and Delaware, and tell 
us that was an equivalent for the losses we had 
sustained, and then put hostile people along with 
us. That was the condition of things in this 
case. The United States narrowed these Creeks 
to a small portion of their own territory, for they 
were masters of the whole Creek territory at that 
time, in a certain sense. A very small part of it 
in comparison with their great quantity of land, 
was reserved for them, and then the hosule Creeks 
were put in among them—the Indians whose 
blood was roused by the contest they had between 
each other. That was the e quivalent which they 
got. 

But it is said, that even if we were bound to 
pay them, this payment has been made. The 
various reports made on the subject in the House 
of Representatives have been alluded to, and | 
shall speak of them very briefly. First, it is said 
that Colonel Hawkins, the intelligent agent of 
these Indians, reported that $60,000 would have 
been received ‘by them as an equivalent for these 
losses. I say, respectfully, that is not so. Colonel 
Hawkins reported that th ey would have received 
as an equivalent for their lands $60,000. Now, 
we all know that a party who is under the power 
of another may be willingto receive as an equiva- 
lent in one sense what is really not an equivalent 
in another. They were under the power of the 
Government. T hey were under the power of the 
military chieftain who had them in charge. But 
Colonel Hawkins, in that connection, was not 
speaking of these individual losses at all. He 
was alluding to the land, and he says so ex- 
pressly. The report which I have before me 
from the Department of the Interior, speaking of 
Colonel Hawkins’s report, says 

** In regard to the claim on account ot the lands of the 
friendly Indians included in the cession exacted by the 
treaty, he expressed the opinion that at the time of drawing 
the lines for the treaty, 360,000 would have been received 
as an equivalent.”’ 

There is no claim here forthe losses. This re- 
ferred altogether to the land. He spoke exclu 
sively of the land which the friendly Creeks had 
lost; and in making allusion to the $60,000, he 
did not refer at al] to the individual losses which 
they had sustained. The Senator from Virginia 
tells you, and the reports will show, that one 
town—the town of Tookaubatche—was com- 
pletely destroyed, the cattle of the inhabitants 
were driven away, and their houses were burnt 


|down. The whole individual property of the 


chiefs and,other warriors was taken away from 
them by the hostile Creeks. It is these individual 
losses for which they now claim compensation, 
and not for their land which has been taken from 
them. 

Colonel Hawkins, in that very letter, draws a 
distinction between the land for which they were 
willing to receive $60,000, and the individual losses 
which they sustained. The losses were sustained 
by warriors who remained faithful to the United 
States during that conflict. Colonel Hawkins re- 
ported, in August, 18]8, that he had no data on 
which to calculate as to the extent of the claims 
of individual losses, part of the vouchers having 
been taken awa by, General Jackson’s secretary, 
and the cena given to the assistant agent at 
Then he goes on to say: 

**In regard to the claim on account of the lands of the 


| friendly indians, included in the cession exacted by the 


treaty, he expressed the opinion that at the time of drawing 
the lines for the treaty, 360,000 would have been received 
as an equivalent.’ 

There is a very clear distinction drawn here be- 
tween the individual losses of the Indians, and 
the lands taken from them. Colonel Hawkins 
says that they were willing to receive $60,000 as 
an equivalent for their lands, but that he had no 
data from which he could make a calculation as 
to the extent of their individual losses. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does the $60,000 cover the 
individual losses ? 

Mr.CHARLTON. There is very clearly a 
distinction drawn. He says: 

“In regard to the claim on account of the lands of the 
friendly Indians, included in the cession exacted by the 
treaty, he expressed the opinion that ‘ at the time of draw 
ing the lines for the treaty, $67,000 would have been re- 
ceived as an equivalent.’ ”’ 

He stated that he had no data upon which to 
calculate, as to the extent of the claim for indirvid- 
ual losses, and after stating that, he goes on to say 
that the Indians would have been willing to receive 
$60,000 as an equivalent for their lands. 


1955 
Mr. BUTLER. Does he use the word losses, 
or lands 
Mr. CHARLTON, I will read to the Senator 
exactly what the report from the Department of 
the Interior says: 


** Colonel Hawkins reported, August 18th, that he had no 
data upon which to calculate, as to the extent of the claims 


for the individual losses ; part of the vouchers having been 
taken by General Jackson's secretary, and the remainder 
had been given to the assistant agent at Cowet 

“In regard to the claim on account of t lands of the 
friendly Indians, included in the cession exacted by the 
treaty, he expressed the opinion that‘ at the time of draw 
ing the lines for the treaty, 860.000 would have been re 


ceived as an equivalent.’ 


Colonel Hawkins, on the lst of April, I816, made 
an additional report as totheamountof the claims; 
and he stated that, from the peculiar condition 
of affairs, it was imperfect, and could not be other 
wise till all the hunters came in; but he found in 


that report that the aggregate of the claims pre- 
sented up to that time, was $108,415 12 The 
amount favorably reported upon was 878,360 75. 

It is manifest that he did not consider the 


$60,000 as an equivalent for both, for he makes 
a favorable report on claims to the amount of 
$78,360. He estimated that the whole amount of 
just claims would not exceed $100,000. The Sen- 
ate will perceive that this was a mere estimate. 


He stated that the Indians were on their hunting 
grounds, and mee oujd not form a correct estimate, 
but that he had already obtained an estimate which 
he considered as just, for over 478,00 ind added 


that he supposed the just claims would amount to 
$100,000. In that estimate was not included the 
losses on account of the destruction at ‘Tookau- 
batche. That town was totally devastated; and 
the individual property of the warriors was alto- 
gether destroyed. 

In 1817, Mr. Lowndes made his report. I 
think by looking at it, it will be manifest that the 


| committee did not consider that the $85,000 which 


they proposed to appropriate, was an equivalent 
for all the losses, and would pay for all the 
individual losses which the Indians had sus- 
tained. That will be made evident by turning to 
page five of the report which we have received 
from the Department of the Interior. The Secre- 
tary of War, upon the $85,000 appropriation, in- 
structed Colonel Hawkins to pay the Indians 
‘only a portion of their claims at present, as if 
* is probable that there may be other claimants 
‘entitled to the benefits of the law who are not 
‘ mentioned in the list furnished by Colonel Haw- 
‘kins; therefore, a final distribution of the money 
‘should not take place until the whole amount of 
* claims are ascertained. 

It will not do for the Senator from Virginia to 
say that the Government did not intend to pay 
these losses in full. Certainly the whole action 
of the Government shows that it intended to pay 


the whole, in full, when fairly ascertained. What! 
this Government huckster with a party of unfor- 
tunate Indians to pay them a pro rate share upon 
their individual losses—losses recognized by the 
Government, the propriety of paying which was 
recognized, and an appropriation made to pay 
them. Is that the true construction of these in 


structions? Certainly it is not. Our sense of 
justice would revolt from that. che structions 
do not contemplate that. They were to Colonel 
Hawkins to pay the Indians Veube 1 portion of 
‘their claims at present, as it is probable there 
‘may be other claimants entitled to the benefits of 
‘the law who are not mentioned in the list of 
fe laims furnished by Colonel Hawkins; therefore 
‘a final distribution of the money should not take 
‘place wnlil the whole amount of claims are ascer- 
‘ tained.”” 


I ask the Senate, was it intended, when the 
whole amount of claims was ascertained, to pay 
a pro rata portion? Would not that be an act of 


bad faith? The Government called to its service 
these unfortunate men, who really stand in the 
attitude of cestui que trusts. Tr hey rem Lined faith- 
ful to the Government from circumstances which 
made it very honorable to them, or very politie to 
them, I do not know which. I ask, then, if such 
is the construc tion to be put upon this clause—-that 
after their just claims had been ascertained accord- 
ing to the intention of the Secretary, he was tosay 
to them, acting for the Government, ** Gentlemen, 
we will give you 4 pro rata allowance, to be dis- 
tributed amongst you, for these individual losses?’ 

I beg my friend from Virginia to say seriously 
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whether he thinks this was the meaning of the | mistaken view of the case; but it is very plain to be $184,000. Now, this idea that we are to pay for 


Secretary of War in his dealings with this un 
fortunate race—for they are unfortunate. In 
this case we have certainly got the lion’s share. 
Whether they have merely a possessory right i: 
the land, or whether it belonged to them, is not 
the question for our consideration. We certainly 
took the land from them. We took it from them 
in consequence of their peng | to us against the 
hostile Creeks. It is at this day much more val- 
uable to the Government, and ‘has brought, and 
will bring, more money than would pay for the 
expenses of that war with the Indians. I do not 
think the instructions of the Secretary of War 
contemplated that there was to be merely a pro 
rata allowance to be paid to these men. The 
whole language shows that such was not his in- 
tention. The object was to retain a part of the 
claims until the whole amount should be ascer- 
tained, and then the Government was to pay them 
that full amount when it should have been ascer- 
tained. 

Now we come to the report of 1824, upon which 
so much stress has been laid by the Senator from 
Virginia. It is said that in that case one of the 
most able men in this country made a report ad- 
verse to this claim. Mr. President, the ablest 
man in this country is liable to error, and it so 
happens that sometimes the ablest men in this 
country are more liable to error than anybody 
else, because they are very apt, in the press of 
public business, and the demands made on their 
time and talent, to overlook small matters. That 
the chairman of that committee fell into error is 
certainly no imputation on his talents. Far be it 
from me to make anv imputation against the talents 
or business habits of Mr. McLane; but I say it is 
apparent upon the face of his report—and I think 
if the Senator from Virginia will read the whole 
report to the Senate, the Senate will agree with 
me—that he did make an egregious error. He 
states that the original claim amounted only to 
$110,417 90. Now, so far from that being true, 
that was the balance which remained after the ap- 
plication of the appropriation which had been 
made by Congress. Did he not fall into error 
there? He stated, as the wholeamount originally 
claimed, what remained after the appropriation 
which had been made by Congress had been paid 
to them. I say that is the fair construction of it. 
And you will find that Governor Mitchell, who 
was appointed agent subsequent to Colonel Haw- 
kins, reported this amount as the balance due to 


these Indians. This is what Jed Mr. McLane | 


into his hasty error; and I will say here, that 


hasty errors, and hasty letters, ought to be care- | 


fully avoided, particularly in matters of arithme- 
tic, for, unfortunately, figures never lie, though 
men sometimes do. 

By looking at this report of Governor Mitchell, 
the then Creek agent, it will be seen that the 
amount of claims which he adjudicated was 
$184,028 50. The amount of payments was 
$73,610 60, leaving a balance due of $110,417 90. 
Yet Mr. McLane put this down as the whole 
amount of the liquidated claims. The original 
amount liquidated was $184,000, and the amount 
of payments was nearly $74,000, leaving a bal- 
ance of over $110,000. Is not that a very essen- 
tial difference? Is not the rule, falsus in uno 
Jalsus in omnibus, applicable here? If we discover 
an error of such a glaring character in regard to a 
matter of this discription, is it not fair to infer that 
there are errors in other parts of the report? I 
make the question fairly. Tire Senator from Vir- 
ginia says the fair construction of this report is, 
that this was the whole balance of the original 
claim. lIonly ask, in justice to these Indians, 
that that portion of the report be read. If it is 


read, I think the Senate will agree with me that | 


Mr. McLane did fall into an error when he stated 
that that was the original amount, whereas it was 
only the balance. 

Mr. HUNTER. Does the Senator desire me 


to read it now? 


Mr. CHARLTON. Certainly; I shall be very 


happy to hear it. 
Mr. HUNTER. Here is the paragraph to 
which the gentleman refers: 


‘“* These claims for horses were liquidated by the chiefs, | 


in council, at Fort Hawkins, in July, 1817, and amounted 
to the sum of $110,417 90. Of this sum, $81,085 60 was 
vaid to the individuals in proportion to their respective 
elaims.’’ 


{ admitted that this, strictly interpreted, was a 


my mind what he meant. One hundred and ten 
thousand dollars was the balance left of theclaims 
of the Creeks after the $81,000 had been paid. 
When he said, **Of this sum $81,085 60 was 
paid,’’ he meant to say that that was paid 

whole original sum of over $190,000. Asa 
that he must have meant that he knew all a \ 
the matter, | would refer to the fact that he an- 
nexes to the report a letter of General David B. 
Mitchell, which shows that the $110,000 was the 
balance. It is from this report of Mr. McLane 
that I obtained a copy of the letter of Mr. Mitch- | 
ell, which is there stated in full. 

Mr. CHARLTON. I believe Talleyrand said 
once that the use of language was to concea 
thoughts; and I think that we may advance a 
little, and say, that the object of this report, in 
making figures and statement, (if the commentary 
of the Senator of Virginia be correct,) was to con- 
ceal what the writer really meant by it; for | say 
that it is self-evident, (if the explanation or com- 
mentary of the Senator from Virginia is c¢ 
that the gentleman who made this report 
directly the opposite of what he meant. 
very curious that the author of it sho 
a doll ir and cent the very amount ol if 
and state it as the amount of the origu 
** liquidated by the « hiefs.”” Certainly, ‘‘liquida- 
ted by the chiefs.”’ By whom else was it to be 
lig iidated? It was presented by them and liqui- 
dated by them in common with the agent. ‘T 
can be no mistake about that. 

I ask the Senator from Virginia now, as I know 
he is a candid and fair man, to listen to this sen- 
tence from the report, which 1s very shori, and 
tell me whether it is possible that it can bear the 
meaning which he gives to | 


pre 


‘ 


“* These claims for losses were liquidated by the chiefs, 
in council, at Fort Hawkins, in July, 1817, and amounted 
to the sum of 110,417 90. Of this sum, £81,085 60 wa 
paid to the individuals, in proportion to their respectis 
claims ; and the balance ($3,914 40) was placed in Uv 
hands of the two principal chiefs, by general consent, to 
be applied to some cases of peculiar hardship otherwise 
unprovided for.”’ 

The report of Mr. McLane is wrong from be- 
ginning toend. The amount liquidated by the 
chiefs at Fort Hawkins, in 1817, was only $134,- 
504 50. Afterwards, the amount liquidated at the 
agency, in 1818, was $49,524—making in all the 
sum of $184,028 50. So he was wrong there. He 
was wrong in stating that these claims for losses 
were adjudicated by the chiefs in I817, to the 
amount of the sum named. But, in 1818, as I 
have already said, another amount of $49,524 was 
added; and, acting upon the instructions of the 
Secretary of War, payments were made upon 
these amounts of two fifths to each individual for 
those losses, ascertained, allowed, and acceded 
to—making the balance due, after the appropria- 
tion of $85,000 had been applied to that object‘ 
the precise balance of $110,417 90, which the re- 
port assumes to be the amount of the original 
liquidation. 

Now, was not an error made there? Does not 
the Senator perceive, do not all perceive, that Mr. 
McLane was evidently inerror? Inthe confusion 
of the moment, glancing his eye down upon the 
report of General Mitchell, looking at the items, 
he took the balance remaining as the sum total of 
the amount of claims liquidated, which a man in 
a hurry would be very aptto do. I say, he took 
the amount of balance as the original amount 
liquidated, whereas it was only the balance due 
after paying two fifths of the claims. 

I do not feel myself authorized to trespass longer 
upon the patience of the Senate on this question. 
I did not intend to make aset speech upon it, and 
do not intend todosonow. I believe that honesty 
is the best policy: I believe that theremark applies 
to individuals, and I believe also that it applies to 
Governments. I think it applies more especially 
when we have to deal with those who are under 
our control, It is the same feeling which has al- 
ways characterized us in dealing with the female 
sex; and these friendly Creeks were as much un- 

| der our power as the ladies are, and a great deal 
more, let me say in parenthesis, not meaning to 
|| infringe upon the dignity of the Senate. 

The question is, then, did we not promise this 
to the Indians? Wedid. Weconfirmed itafter- 
wards. We agreed to pay the amount of the 
claims when they should beascertained. Ourown 
|, agent ascertained these claims, and stated them to 


these claims pro rata, is unworthy of this Govern- 
ment. 

Is it nota horrible idea that the United States 
Government, in dealing with these cestui que trusts, 
when the justice of the claims have been ascer- 
tained, is to give the claimants two fifths of their 
claims pro rata? ‘These claims were ascertained 
by our own agent to his entire satisfaction; and he 
was a man whose honor cannot be impeached. 
Both these agents were beyond reproach. Here 
now, when we are asked to pay these claims, the 
cry is set up that they area staledemand. That isal- 
ways the cry when the weak claim from the strong. 
These claimants have been knocking at our doors 
for years; but other claims were in advance of 
them. I ask the Senate to look at this claim be- 
fore they reject it. The fact that it has been long 
standing is no answer against it. It is the very 
reason why we should do justice now. The fact 
is we did promise to indemnify these Indians 
not only for the lands, but for the losses they sus- 
tained. Let the lands go; we took them from the 
friendly Creeks as areward fortheir kind services 
in opposing their brother Creeks. They fought 
for us. The hostile Creeks took them on one 
flank, and deprived them of their property, drove 
away their cattle, burnt their houses, killed their 
women and children and some of themselves; left 
their red blood in that ‘* Red Stick war.’’ We, 
on the other flank, from motives of policy, took 
away the whole of their lands, and after a solemn 
promise made during this war that we were going 
to fully indemnify them for the losses which they 
had sustained from the hostile Creeks, penned them 
up in asmall delta, and told them, ** this is enough 
for you.’? When they asked us where the hos- 
tile Creeks were to go, we said to them: ‘* Take 
them amongst you.”’ Was not that very charit 
able and kind to pen them up in a small piece of 

ind, and require them to take the hostile Creeks 
into their midst! This was the ‘* equivalent’’ 
which my honorable friend from Virginia says 
they received. ‘These other small pieces of land 
which hesays the chiefs received individually as an 


. *‘equivalent,’’ they also lost. After the treaty, 


the laws of the whites were extended over them. 

Joes my friend from Virginia not know that the 
Indians cannot live under the laws of the whites ? 
And when the white population came in, the In- 
dians had to abandon their pieces of land and clea: 
off. 

[ speak zealously upon this matter. I have no 
particular interest in it. I do not know one of the 
Creek Indians. But I think justice ought to be 
done at all times and under all circumstances. 
The answer that this is a stale claim, will not do, 
provided it is shown here that this Government 
promised this unfortunate race to recompensate 
them for their individual losses; and on the show- 
ing of our own agent, paid them but two fifths of 
these losses. I therefore appeal to the justice of 
the Senate to retain in this bill, the appropriation 
which the House of Representatives have put into 
it for these claims. Let the bill stand as it is in 
this respect; and let the amendment of the com- 
mittee be rejected. 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. President, I do not in- 
tend to make a speech to the Senate on this sub- 
ject, for on two or three occasions before, when 
this question was before the Senate, I have pre- 
sented my views of the case, and urged, as far as 
I was able, the propriety and justice of paying 
this claim. The Senator from Georgia, at this 
time, has so fully and clearly set forth the merits 
of the claim, that I do not think it needs another 
word by way of argument, in its support. But | 
rise simply to call the attention of the Senator from 
Georgia, and the Senator from Virginia, to one 
single point, suggested incidentally by the Senator 
from Virginia—that the liquidation of these claims 
was made not by the agent of the Government, 
but by the chiefs of the Indians themselves. In 
that, the Senator from Virginia is clearly mistaken. 
The liquidation was made by the agent of the 
Government in consultation and coéperation with 
the chiefs. But suppose it had been made entirely 
by the chie’s of the Indians themselves; the fact 
that it was afterwards recognized by the agent of 
the Government as a proper liquidation, makes it 
equivalent to his own act, just as if he had gone 


| into it originally and made the liquidation wholly 


himself. 
Another thing: To show that these Indian chiefs 
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who were concerned with the agent in this liqui- 
dation were not disposed to be exorbitant in their 
demands on the United States, or to yield to all 
claims which might be set up by the individua 
Indians, i would mention that they greatly reduced 
the claims, as presented by the individual Indians, 
and their award in many instances, perhaps in al- 
almost every instan considerably the 
amount of the claim. 

But, sir, it is not necessary to go back to that 
transaction at all, to see whether they have made 
a fair liquidation or not. It is enough for us to act 

iow, to know the fact, that in the year 1817, by 
ooleis 1 actof Congress we recognized that li ida. . 
tion, and madean apy propriation to pay it, thoug 

it was not enough to pay it, as the Senator fron 
Georgia has said; for, under that act, only tw 
fifths of the claims were paid; that is, on a claim 
of $2,000, $800 were paid; and so it was through- 
out. The recognition by the Government of the 
claim, as far back as 1817, and its partial payment 


e, reduces 


make tt oblig itory upon us, Inmy opinion, beyoi l 
dispute , to pay the b iulance now. 

It was for this reason that I remarke l, in 
sneech which I made on this subject, when the 


deficiency bill was under consideration, that I con- 
sidered this claim as the only item in it which was 
areal deficiency. It was to make up a balance 
due upon a claim which hac en liquidated and 
recognized by us, and paid in part. My opinion 
is that it should have remained in the deficiency 
bill, but the Senate struck it out. It has n yw 
pleased the House of Representatives to provide 
for the claim inthis bill; and I do think it is time— 


[ think we owe it to the ordina y consideration 





‘ it so lite nel 


of justi e, to say nothing of l1berality and gener- 
osity,. towards a people whose country we have 
taken, and whose dearest rights, we are bound to 
admit, we have trampled upon—to pay them now 
what hey ye not asa favor, put wnat they de - 
nand as simple act of justice, which we ac- 


ree abe thirty -five years ago. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. 
to examine this question. fully, since the Senator 
from Georgia has so clearly explained the 
ipon which the claim is supported. But I think 
that this proposition can be clearly discriminated 
from that an of propositions, or from that course 
of legis!»tion, to which we seem to have a consid- 
erable te:dency, in regard to compensations to the 
Indians for their lands; that is, going back and 
inquiring whether strict justice has been done to 
them, and whether more ought not to be done, 
upon some promises in some shape or form made 
by the agents of the Government at some time, | 
think this claim can be well discriminated from 
that whole class, in regard to which I agree with 
the Senator from Virginia, that it would be highly 
impolitic to go back and examine for years and 
years past, no matter how long or at what more 
recent period, and see whether exact and precise 
justice was done to an Indian tribe, when we had 
taken a portion of their lands from them by trea- 

because in general is but little more or less 
than taking their lands, for we give them such 
compensation as we are willing to give. I agree 
with the honorable Senator from Virginia as to 
that. 

Nor can the idea be sustained of equalizing the 
payments that are made to indemnify the Indian 
tribes for their lands, under treaties made at vari- 
ous periods by the Government. Such a thing 
would be utterly impossible. We have not the 
means of doing it justly, in the first place; and in 
the second place, we are called upon by no con- 
siderations of justice to do it. I think, if the hon- 
orable Senator from Virginia has listened to the 
train of argument submitted by the Senator from 
Georgia, and will listen to an addition or two 
which I propose to make, he will see that this 
claim stands entirely upon a different ground. 
And | think, in order to understand it properly, 
it would be well for the Senate to throw out of 
view altogether all that has been said, and all the 
evidence that has been adduced as to the value of 
the lands taken from these Indians, under the 
treaty of Fort Jackson i n 1814. We can throw 
that altogether out of the case; for, as I under- 
stand the claim, it is pot based upon that idea. 
That has only been thrown in as a make weight, 
as an auxiliary Pesne nt, to show that justice re- 

tired something to be done towards these In 
lians in regard to another matter. 

I have been led to look somewhat carefully into 


President, l do nat propose 


e grounds 


this claim, upon the request of the honoral le Ser 

ator from Arkansas, [Mr. Senastian,}] whose ac- 
curacy and judgment in these examinations I have 
had an opportunity of testing upon many prior 
occasions. When this proposition was brought 
up in the Senate as an amendment to the deficiency 
bill, | must confess that my impression was 
against the justice of the claim set up on behalf of 


the Creeks. I was notentirely satisfied in rerard 





to 1t; but my impression was then strongly against 
it i have since made a more careful examinatioi 
int ie matter, i nd find that no connection really 
exists between the foundation of this claim, and 
thé claim as to the value of the lands which wer 
taken from the friendly Creeks. 

Ag in, I was unfavorably Impressed towards 
the claim when the question was up before, by 
the consideration tha » SI sequent to 1814, and 
su ju 1817. and even subseque it to 1818, 
when these claims wert aptenavens eene had been 
LWO ol reel ties made with the reek Indiar 
by t ; Gove! nen »and [did saa inal’ erceive 
why, if this had been a subsisting claim at the 
til , al i Ind : had continued to ike the 
claim— A mM the I idiy | id tne war ol 
18l4—it vas that this im was not udated in 
nose cers ient treaties. My i nd v I iy 
impressed with the idea that if it had been we 
founded—if the I her es f it they 
were cie y en l } 3 ) en ; 

eir losse e war of 1814, it would 
tnel iA een set ), 1 would I f een a 
owe vy the G vernment, ) j t 
kno why was cted 

| e are ) rou ls Wil I A { 

: vneh q i€ 1 W 

if é aiy t our ming i t t 

id i I een ! 1 il e rem 
é | Vy Of ion Ja » i I ra » the 
é of | i I re } to i ili 

y VV tH € ovutall ed i i ' As 
first from the les, asthe ! iy oe 
quantity from the friendly portion of the Creek 
we may be betler a le lo se whethe his claim 


is really founded upon distinct principles of 1 


own, not connected with this idea of going back 
and paying a full compensation for lands that we 


\ 


rot by the treaty a long time agro. 

Now, sir, four or five months before this capit 
ulation—for I must he 
argument used by the honorable Senator from 
—General Pinckney, who was then the 
commander-in-chief of these forces, was writter 
to by the Secre tary of War, to assure the friendly 


Indians that they should be fully indemnified for 


recapitulate a part of the 


Georgia 


all their losses sustained during the war. Gene- 
ral Pinckney communicated the contents of this 
let er to the ‘agent for the Indians, C: | Haw- 
ii Colne Saw kine ote runners through the 
Creek c untry, particularly to the friendly Creeks, 
inciting yp oa to assist the Government of the 
United States against the hostiles. And it was 


in good part in consequence of this notification 
succeeded in a few months in getting 
hostile Creeks and friendly Creeks to- 
! reneral council, where General Jackson 
made known the terms upon which he would treat 
with them. ne 

Complaint was made at that time to General 
Jackson, or he was reminded of the promise made 
to them of indemnity for their losses; and I be- 
lieve he said they should be indemnified. The 
treaty was made. This was in 1814. Subse- 
quently the agent of the Creeks was directed by 
the proper Department of the Government to as- 
certain and liquidate the claims of the friendly 
spoliations committed by the hostiles 
during the war in 1813 and 1814. In 1816 claims 
to the amount of about $100,000, I believe, were 
presented. I do not remember whether it was in 
the council of the chiefs or how. As I under- 
stand the communication of Colonel Hawkins, he 
communicated to the War Department the fact 
that the claims then, in 1816, supposed to be good, 
amounted to about $80,000; but he said, at the 
same time, that the account was imperfect—that 
all the claims were not presented or adjudicated, 
or, to use a mercantile phrase, liquidated. Con- 
gress, in 1817, SPPERP Ener, $85,000, and put that 
amount at the disposal of the Government. The 
Govianment sent it out to the agent, who was, at 
that time, I believe, General Mitchell, who had 
superceded Colonel Hawkins, with instructions 
that if that were not enough to pay the whole 





Creeks for 


' : 
the account whi 


| this bals ance of $110,000 remai 
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amount, he should distribute it pro rata among the 
claimants to the amount of the claims then ascer- 


tained, as far as the liquidation had been atte: ed. 
[In his report of the case, he expressly says Lat 


h he had sent was not complete. 
There were further claims to be ascert: ained and 
liquidat ed. When this sum of money was placed 
at the disposal of the agent, he paid i pro rata to 
the claimants, and reported that a balance of 
$110,000 remained unpaid. This report came in 
in the year 1818; for this liquidati n, under which 
ed u ipaid , did not 
take p! nee in 1817. The fina juidation of the 


claims took place in I818 rhe friendly Creeks 


came forward and claimed this balance: and that 
is the foundation of the present m 

he report of Mr. Me aaa ad in 1824, is 
relied upon to show that these Indians are not en 


titled to any balance. I will not recapiwlate all 
the views submitted by the honorable Senator from 
Georgia upon that point, to show tha he dist 

ruished gentleman who made that report "Githes 


had not the proper documents before him, or that 


he totally misunderstood those that were before 
hin lam of opinion that, by look ng into the 
papers belonging to the question of it time, it 
will be seen that he had the data before him by 
which he could have corrected his own report, 
ind that this balance of $110,000 remained afte 

the $85,000, which had been app: py ated, had 
been paid. One mistake of that e t Was In as- 


aud was 
to be deducted from the $110,000, ard in assuming 


suming that the $85,000 which had been | 


the amount of the original claim as being $110,000, 
d therefore refusing to make a furthe:x appro 
riaion 

There w edentreportof Mr. Lowndes, 

which has been referred to, whi Ww made, I 

nk, in 1817,in which Mr. Lowndes recognized 

d $ Ly the ob igi on ¢ f the Grover! ment to pay 

( im; but wl oUunert onnection with \ 

xcept to show that that distingy ned man recog 

nized the obligat ofthe Government to pay the 
whole of this claim whe ! scertained : 


place due, 
ut it Is due 


lt was due to the 


Then, sir, this is a claim in the first 
not to the Creek nation as a nation, b 
only to a portion of the tribe. 


| friendly Creeks, constituting, it may be, a ma- 


-? 
1 


jority, or less than a majority, or, perhaps, more 
than a majority of the whole tribe. Subsequent 
treaties were made with the Creeks: one was 
made in 1821. Itis very well known that that 
treaty was made, as was alleged the time, and 


| as is now, | suppose, generally admitted, by Gen- 


eral MelIntosh and his followers, without the con- 
sent of many of the leading chiefs and warriors 
‘for which reason he lost his life, and 
those who united with him in that 
treaty of Indian Spring, were endangered That 
was the first treaty made by him without due au 
thority from his tribe. The Government of the 
United States subsequently acknowledged thie fact 

In 1826 there was an additional treaty made, 
which was to repair the mischiefs, ar 
harmony to the Creek nation, in consequence of 


oft the tribe; 


; , 
the lives of 


id to restore 


the disruption of it, occasior ed DY the treaty of 
‘Indian Spring, made in 1821. The friendly Creeks 
—I am narrating now the circumstances which 
have reconciled my mind to believe that there is 
sufficient reason to support this claim—entered 
into that treaty of 1826 with a view to restore the 
harmony which had been interrupted in conse- 
quence of the arrangement made by General 
McIntosh in 1821. These claims then existed 
| only as individual claims, and did not belong to 
the nation in its tribal character. This claim was 
still left by that treaty in the condition of a private 
claim on the part of the friendly Creek Indians, 
who had never been indemnified for the losses sus- 
tained by them at the hands of the hostiles in the 
war of 1813-’14. 

The treaty of 1832, about which we had a good 
deal of discussion in this Chamber some weeks 
ago, was a treaty by the whole tribe, not so much 
for the cession of the country, as for the cutting 
of it into reservations, with liberty to themselves 
to sell it without even executing an agreement to 
remove westward. This was a treaty entered 
| into under circumstances of expediency and pres- 

sing necessity, at the time, with the whole nation, 
including the hostiles. It will be observed that all 
these treaties—those of 182], 1826, and 1832— 
were treaties nominally made in the name of the 
whole nation. The treaty of 1821 was, in fact 
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made by a fraction of it, but not by this particular 
fraction—being made by a portion of these friendly 
Creeks who are the claimants, and perhaps a 
portion of the hostiles united with them. The 
treaty of 1826 was a national one, as regards the 
Indians, bringing in the whole tribe. Still these 
friendly Creeks—who had suffered in 1814, acting 
under the jarring interests and ill-feeling that ex- 
isted among the different fractions of the tribe—at 
that time, without any prospect of success, at- 
tempted to interpose into the treaty what was con- 
sidered a private claim against the Government of 
the United States in consequence of the promise 
of General Pinckney in 1814. 

Then there is further evidence, that during the 
whole of this period Ho-poth-le-yoholo particu- 
larly, one of the most distinguished chiefs that 
belonged to the friendly part of the tribe, never 
lost sight of an opportunity of pressing this claim 
upon the Government. It truly rests upon his 
own authority io say—for we have no other doc- 
umentary evidence of it—that in 1832, the last 
general treaty with the tribe, he did present that 
claim, and urged. the propriety and justice of its 
being paid. He said that General Jackson said 
to him, in 1814, that this was a matter which 
concerned the wholecountry. ‘* We want you to 
‘remove; but whenever you remove and go West 
‘this money will be ready for you; you shall be 
‘ allowed the whole of your losses incurred in the 
‘war of 1814.’’ } 
documentary evidence for this, but we find by the 
report of Mr. McLane, in 1824, that it was a 
claim then prosecuted. 

In 1841—while it was my bad fortune, perhaps, 
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ment cannot zo back ina search after justice, even 


| if it has been neglected and trodden upon in our 


! do not pretend that there is any | 


to be a few months at the head of one of the De- | 


partments-—I dispatched an intelligent agent, well 
acquainted with the Indian character and Indian 
affairs, to that country. ‘There had been so many 


panics and alarms got up on the western border | 
with regard to several discontented portions of || 
these tribes—the Cherokees and Creeks especially 


—that to ascertain the truescharacter of their com- 


plaints, and to see if there could be any means de- | 
vised of giving them content and making them | 


satisfied, an agent was sent out. One of the 


causes of complaint reported by the agent was, | 
that those who were alive of the old friendly 


party in what was called the ‘* Red Stick war”’ of 


1814, considered that this Government had not | 
kept its faith with them; that they had been prom- | 
ised by the Government of the United States in- | 


demnity for their losses; that they had only been 
partially paid; that they had brought their claims 


I believe such was the written report of the agent. 
I have not seen it very recently, but | imagine that 
it can very readily be referred to. 


transactions with the Indians. As the honorable 
Senator from Virginia himself said, if you exam- 
ine the seale of allowances made to the Indian 
tribes, you will find that some have had a hundred, 
and some five hundred, and some a thousand per 
cent. more than others, owing to the different cir- 
cumstances under which treaties have been made, 
the difference in the value of the land, and owing 
also to the different views of justice entertained by 
the Government at different times. I doubtif a 
hundred millions of dollars would equalize the al- 
lowances to be made to the Indians for the exac- 
tions we have made from them of their lands. I 
concur most cordially and clearly with the honor- 
able Senator from Virginia on that head, and with 
regard to the cession of these lands, as the Indians 
say, which were taken by General Jackson when, 
like Brennus, he threw the sword into the scale. 
I think we cannot go back. The Indians, as a 
nation, have had the benefit of the sale of three 
fifths of their whole country, at whatever prices 
their lands would bring. That has happened to 
the hostile as well as to the friendly portion of the 
Creek nation. Though I believe they have had 
little out of their reservations, yet each head of a 
family was permitted to sell and make what he 
could out of the six hundred and forty acres which 
he held. That was a much larger allowance than 
this Government thought proper to allow to nu- 
merous other Indian tribes in the treaties we have 
made with them. I do not think that on grounds 
of policy or of justice, in regard to this tribe— 


unless we take up the large, broad, expansive, and || 


philanthropic idea of indemnifying the remnants 
of all these tribes for the value of the land of which 


we have deprived them since the foundation of the | 


Government—that there can be any limitation to 
such a proposition. Such a proposition, it ap- 
pears to me, would be chimerical—a proposition 
which we would not have the power or the re- 
sources to fulfillor carry out. I agree that Gen- 


eral Jackson took a portion of their lands, as they | 


called them, but I do not think there is much in 


that idea, because the lund was as much the land | 


of the hostile as of the friendly Creeks. 


W hat the friendly Indians meant by that, as I | 
understand, is, that General Jackson took posses- 
sion of a strip of territory which they happened | 


to occupy; for the country occupied by the nation 
was one—there was no line between the two sec- 
tions separating the friendly from the hostile. I 


) | repeat, that the lands so taken by General Jack- 
again and again to the Government; that the Gov- | 


ernment had shut its ears to them; that they had | 
prosecuted their claim from time to time, and | 
that the Government continued to lend a deaf ear | 
to them, and that they would never be satisfied | 
until the balance of their losses was paid them. | 


I adduce this | 


for the purpose of showing that these Indians never | 
lost sight of that claim in their national or tribal | 


character, but that the representatives of this por- 


tion of the tribe which incurred the losses, con- | 
sidered that they had a claim upon the Govern- | 


ment under its express promise. 


Mr. HUNTER. 


Will the Senator from Ten- 


nessee permit me to interrupt him for a moment? | 
for I really wish to ascertain his views, not for the | 

urpose of controversy, but to see what they are. | 
if I understand him, his opinion is, that we are | 
called upon to pay these Indians for the losses | 


which they sustained in the war—that we are 


bound to make good their individual claims for | 
those losses, and are not bound to pay them any- | 


thing for the lands which we have taken from 
them. 


Mr. BELL. My judgment is not founded on 
the land at all; and therefore I said that we could 
more clearly comprehend the full justice of the 


claim by throwing out the consideration of the 
land. 
Mr. HUNTER. But I would ask the Senator 


does not think we shall have another claim made | 


here for the land ? 


whether it will not bind us to make good another 
claim for the lands themselves? For myself, it 
seems to me that that will be the result. 

Mr. BELL. My opinion is that this Govern- 


I wish to ascertain whether | 
the Senator thinks this will be the end of it, or | 


| 

1} 
{| 
i] 


/ | compensation. 
whether, if we are bound to pay this claim, he || 


son belonged quite as much to the hostile as to | 
The latter had no greater | 


the friendly Creeks. 
right than the others, being merely the occupants 
of that country; and General Jackson might have 
said to them, ‘‘I take this land not only from 
you, but from the whole nation; you occupy it as 
one nation of Indians; I do not draw any lines 
between you.”’ So that I think there is nothing 
in that argument, and the Senator from Virginia 
{[Mr. Hunter] need not have any fears that they 
can come here and make any reclamation on this 
Government for having been despoiled of their 
lands, as those lands constituted a part of the 
common Creek country. This claim is founded 
on very different considerations. It is not aclaim 


made by the whole, but by a part of the Creek | 


nation, which remained firm in their friendship 
to the United States, and who shed their blood in 
attempting to reduce their hostile brethren to sub- 
mission to the United States. 


they ought to have been indemnified for their 
losses; and they say that they never were indem- 
nified. 


[I have attempted to show the distinctive features | 


of this claim, as being distinct from that class to 
which the Senator from Virginia referred, when 
he stated so forcibly and truly that this Govern- 
ment could not go back to do justice to these tribes, 
from whom we have obtained lands, and who now 
think that we did not pay them a full and ample 
It is for these reasons, without at- 
tempting to go into all the particulars of the case, 
that I have been led to change my impression of the 
validity of the claim, since this subject was under 
consideration on a former occasion. If I am mis- 
taken in any material fact, I should like to be cor- 


'rected. But I think this is a private claim, being || 


set up by a portion of the tribe, and therefore not 
in any sense a national claim, which it was not 


They show that, || 
in accordance with the terms of the capitulation, | 


July 28, 


convenient to pay, and not likely to be taken into 
consideration in subsequent treaties, because the 
| views of a portion of the tribe were hostile to it. 
For example, the hostile Indians did not care about 
making it a condition in the treaties of 1821, 1826, 
or 1832, that the friendly portion of the tribe should 
| be paid for losses inflicted upon them by the hos- 
} tile Indians themselves. It was not a matter 
| which concerned the nation at large; and I think 
| that because it is rather in the nature of a private 


'| claim, and because these friendly Creeks have 


| never been able to get the assent of the whole tribe 
to urge the claim on this Government, we ought 
| to be more careful to do them justice than if it 
| had been an outstanding claim of the tribe from 
| 1814. If it had been an outstanding claim of the 
_ tribe since 1814, I should have reason to suppose 
that it would have been settled in the treaty of 
1821, or 1826, or 1832. I have stated the reasons 
| why it was not settled by either of those treaties. 
| ‘The question was taken on the amendment, and 
| it was not agreed to. 
| And, on motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, July 28, 1852. 
The House met at eleven o’clock,a.m. Prayer 
— Rev. Lirrteron F. Morean. 
| The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


CORNELIUS COVERT. 


Mr. STUART. 1 desire to call up the motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill for the re- 
lief of Cornelius Covert was referred to the Com- 
| mittee of the Whole House. It will be recollected 
| that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Sre- 

VENS] objected to the passage of the bill when it 
| was last up, but since then oe has become satis- 
| fied of the correctness of the bill, and that it ought 
| to pass. The bill is simply for the correction of 
| a mistake in the contract. The proof is clearand 
conclusive that the contract was drawn up fo: 
$219, when it ought to have been $419, according 
to the accepted bid. The Postmaster General 
recommended to the committee that the contractor 
be paid $396 per annum, which is the amount of 
the next bid below him. There can be no objec- 
tion to the bill. I repeat that it is simply for the 
| correction of an error. I therefore move to recon- 
| sider the vote by which the bill was referred. 
| The question was then put upon Mr. Srvarr’s 
| motion, and it was decided in the affirmative. 
| So the vote was reconsidered. 

The question recurred upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. I wish to inquire of the 
seen from Michigan whether this subject has 

een investigated by any committee of the House? 
| Mr. STUART. I will state that it has been 
| very carefully examined by the Committee on the 
Pose Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. One question further. 
| I want to know if the committee unanimously 

recommended this bill? 
| Mr. STUART. So I understand. The gen- 
| tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Fow er] stated 
to the House the other day very distinctly, that 
'| there was no question about it. I hope the bill 
will be passed at once. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
_read a third time, and was subsequently—being 
| engrossed—read the third time, wal passed. 

Mr. STUART moved to reconsider the vote by 
| which the bill was passed; and also moved to la 
the motion to reconsider upon the table; whic 
| latter motion was agreed to. 

OAKLAND AND OTTAWA RAILROAD BILL. 

| The House then proceeded to the consideration 
| of the motion submitted by Mr. Barrere on Fri- 
day last, to reconsider the vote by which House 
bill No. 290, “granting the right of way and 

‘making a grant of land to the State of Michigan, 

‘to aid in the construction of the Oakland and Ot- 

‘tawa Railroad, commencing at the village of 
| ‘ Pontiac, in the county of Oakland, and termina- 
|‘ ting on the navigable waters of Lake Michigan, 
| ‘in the county of Ottawa,’’ was laid upon the 
| table. 
| Mr. STUART. 
| the House. 
| The motion was agreed to. 
| ‘The roll was accordingly called, and one hun- 
| dred and sixty members answered to their names. 





I move that there be a call of 











1852. 

During the call of the roll the following proceed- | 
ings took place: 

Mr. HENDRICKS stated that Mr. Davis, of | 
Indiana, was confined to his room by sickness. 

Mr. KING, of New York, stated that Mr. 
Bvect was detained at home by sickness in his 
family. 

Mr. HART stated that Mr. Marsa tt, of Cal- 
ifornia, was confined to his room by sickness. 

On motion by Mr. ORR, all further proceedings | 
under the call were then dispensed with. 

The question recurred upon reconsidering the 
vote by which the Oakland and Ottawa Railroad 
bill was laid upon the table. 

Mr. SAVAGE. I move to Jay the motion to 
reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. STUART. I rise to a question of order. 
The last vote taken in reference to this bill was 
on a motion to lay the motion to reconsider upon 
the table, and the House refused to lay it upon | 
the table. 

The SPEAKER. That being the case, the 
Chair must rule the motion of the gentleman from 
Tennessee out of order. “ 

Mr. SAVAGE. Then I move that the bill be 

ostponed indefinitely. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not before the 
House, and the Chair doubts whether it is com- 
petent to postpone indefinitely the motion to re- || 
consider. The Chair thinks it is not in order. 

Mr. TUCK demanded the yeas and nays on 
the motion to reconsider. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then put, and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 76, nays 74; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Allen, Brenton, | 
Briggs, George H. Brown, Busby, E. Carrington Cabell, | 
L. D. Campbell, T. Campbell, Chandler, Clark, Clingman, | 
Conger, Doty, Durkee, Eastman, Edgerton, Evans, 
Ficklin, Fitch, Florence, Freeman, Gentry, Goodrich, 
Green, Harper, Haws, Haven, Hendricks, Henn, Houston, 
Howard, Thomas Y. How, James Johnson, John Johnson, 


The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
man can only be entertained by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. STUART. I desire to make an inquiry 
of the Chair, so that there may be no misunder- 
standing about this matter. I do not wish to em- 
barrass the business of the House, but I want to 
know, if this bill is passed by now, what will be 
its condition Will it come up to-morrow morn- 
ing? I understand that it will. 

The SPEAKER. If the bill is postponed there 
will be no difficulty; it will come up during the 
morning hour to-morrow. 

Mr. JONES. Then I move that the further 
consideration of the bill be postponed until to- 
morrow. 

he motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STUART. I now withdraw the motion 

| for a call of the House. 
Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I now move 
| that the rules of the House be suspended, and 
that the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
|| ‘The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order 
| before the expiration of the morning hour, unless 
by unanimous consent. 

There was no objection, and the motion was 
|| submitted, and on being put, it was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended, and the House 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Oxps in the chair,) 
| and resumed the consideration of House bill No. 
282, making appropriations for the improvement 
of certain harbors and rivers. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rose, 
there were two questions pending. The gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. Marsuati] moved to 
strike out, after the words ‘‘ navigation of,’’ in 
line twenty-one, to the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 
twenty-five, inclusive, and insert a substitute in 
pp thereof. The gentlemen from Illinois [Mr. 


Robert W. Johnson, Kurtz, Landry, Mace, Miller, Molony, ATES] moved to amend the amendment by stri- 
ae ear ae a Orr, a. a Penn, |} king out the word ‘* rapids,”’ in the original prop- 
enniman, Phelps, Polk, Porter, Price, Rantoul, Richard- || hy : . & , PS 
son, Sackett, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Scurry, Smith, || osition, and insert the words the Falls of St. 
Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abraham |} Anthony. The question pending, therefore, is 

P. Stephens, St. Martin, Strother, Stuart, Taylor, Thurston, || upon the amendment to the amendment. 
Townshend, Walsh, Ward, Addison White, Alexander 
White, Wilcox, Williams, and Yates—76. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, John Appleton, William 
Appleton, Babcock, Beale. Bell, Bocock, John H. Boyd, 
Bragg, Burrows, Joseph Cable, Caldwell, Caskie, Chap- 
man, Chastain, Churchwell, Cleveland, Daniel, George T. 
Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dockery, Duncan, Dunham, Ed- 
mundson, Floyd, Fowler, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gamble, 
Giddings, Goodenow, Grey, Hamilton, Isham G. Harris, 
Hebard, Holladay, John W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, In- 
gersoll, Jackson, George W. Jones, George G. King, Pres- 
ton King, Kuhns, Letcher, Mann, Martin, Mason, McLan- 
ahan, McNair, McQueen, Meade, Millson, Morehead, Mur- 
phy, Newton, Perkins, Robbins, Robie, Ross, Savage, 
Schoonmaker, Scudder, David L. Seymour, Origen 3S. 
Seymour, Smart, Stratton, Tuck, Walbridge, Wallace, 
Washburn, Watkins, and Wildrick—74. 


the amendment was not agreed to. 

The question then recurred upon Mr. Mar- 
SHALL’s amendment. 

Mr. MARSHALL. 
| demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Barty, of 
Virginia, and St. Martin were appointed. 

The original clause was read, as follows: 

** For the improvement of the navigation of the Missis- 


Upon that amendment I 





of the dam at Cumberland [sland; the Missouri and the 
Arkansas rivers, $260,000.”’ 


The amendment was read, as follows: 


So the vote by which the bill was laid upon the 
table was reconsidered. 

During the call of the roll, the following proceed- 
ings took place: 

Mr. ASHE stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Davis, of Indiana. 

Mr. COBB. I was engaged in conversation at 
the time, and do not know whether I was within 
the bar when my name was called or not. I be- 
lieve I was, but I cannot speak with certainty. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman states that 
he believes that he was within the bar when his 
name was called, and the Chair thinks that is 
enough to entitle him to vote. 

Mr. JOHN W. HOWE. I must object. 

Mr. COBB. If there is any objection, I will 
not ask that my vote may be recorded. 

The question then recurred upon the motion to 
lay the bill upon the table. 

Mr. KING, of New York, demanded the yeas 
and nays; and they were ordered. 

Mr. STUART. Before that question is taken, 
I move that there be a call of the House, and on 
that motion, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I presume that 
the object of the gentleman from Michigan is 
merely to exhaust the morning hour, and I hope, 
therefore, that he will allow this question to go 
over until to-morrow, and permit us to go on with 
the river and harbor bill at once. If there be no 
objection, I will move that the rules be suspended, 
and that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


*¢ dollars,”’ in line twenty-five, inclusive, and insert the fol 
lowing: “‘of the Ohio river above the falls, 360,000; for 
the purchase of the snag-boats necessary for efficient ser- 
vice on the western rivers, $100,000 ; and for the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi, Missouri, Agkansas, and Ohio 
below the falls, $200,000.”? 


ported—ayes 55, noes 63. 

So the amendment was lost. 

Mr. MILLER offered the following amend- 
ment: 


Strike out all after the word “river,’’ in the twenty- 
second line, to the word “ dollars,” inthe twenty-fifth line, 
inclusive, and insert the following: 

For the improvement of the Ohio river, $50,000 ; 
| For the improvement and repairs of the dam at Cumber- 
| land Istand, $50,000 ; 
| For the improvement of the Mississippi river between the 
| Falls of St. Anthony and the head of the Des Moines rap- 
| ids. $30,000 ; 

For the improvement of the Mississippi river between 





Ohio, 50,000 ; 

For the improvement of the Mississippi river between the 
mouth of the Ohio and New Orleans, 260,000 ; 

For the improvement of the Missouri river below the 
mouth of the Big Sioux river, $60,000 ; 

For the improvement of the Arkansas river, $50,000 ; 

For the improvement of the Illinois, Tennessee, and 
Cumberland rivers, each, $40,000. 


Mr. M. said: Mr. Chairman, I have offered 
that amendment because I regard the provisions 
of this bill, as reported by the Committee on Com- 
merce, as inadequate to the wants of the western 
rivers, and because the committee have aggre- 
gated the objects of appropriation. I regard it, 
sir, a8 insufficient, because, by reference to the 
estimates which were furnished by the Topo- 
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The question was taken, and the amendment to 


sippi river below the rapids ; the Ohio, including the repairs | 


Strike out after the word “navigation” to the word | 


The question was then put, and the tellers re- | 


the foot of the Des Moines rapids and the mouth of the | 
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graphical Bureau in 1850, and which have been 
several times alluded to in the course of this dis- 
cussion, it will be seen that over $100,000 are 
needed for the construction of snag-boats and 
other boats necessary for the improvement of our 
western rivers. It will be seen, by reference to 
the Executive documents of 1849-"50, that the 
estimates for the construction of snag-boats were 
as follows: ; 


For the construction and outfit of two snag-boats, of the 
largest class, at $25,000 each.......... $50,000 

For the construction of three light draught snag 
boats, 15,000 each.... 


ode dectecsece 45 000 
For the construction and outfit of two machine 


boats, at $2,250 each...... sr - non doneenaan 4,500 
For repairs and reoutfit of snag-boat Hercules..... 2,000 
$101 500 


The bill reported by the committee includes in 
the appropriations of $260,000, for the four rivers 
mentioned, the repairs for the dam at Cumberland 
Island in the Ohio river, which, according to the 
estimates furnished by the Topographical Bureau 


to the last Congress, amounts to the sum of 
$50,000. Add to this the estimates b e same 
bureau, for contingencies of all sorts, 14,500, 


and the cost of snag and other boats, and the im- 
provement of Cumberland dam, will amount to 
$166,000; which sum, deducted from the amount 
of the appropriation, will leave only $94,000 for 
the improvement of the thousands of miles 
navigable water in those four great rivers. 
And yet the Committee on Commerce have re- 
ported the sum of $50,000—more than half that 
amount—for the improvement of the Hudson, 
which, as [ understand, has only one hundred and 
fifty miles of navigabie water. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, I am not objecting to this appropriation 


of 


|| for the Hudson river; but if it be necessary to 


appropriate $50,000 for one hundred and fifty miles 
upon the Hudson, which is a better stream than 
either of those mentioned in my amendment—bet- 
ter than the Ohio, as I understand, and far better 
than the Missouri, the Mississippi, or the Arkan- 
sas river, how much ought to be appropriated for 
those streams? If you will estimate it, you will 
find that this bill appropriates more than $300 a 
mile for the Hudson river; while it has appropri- 
ated only at the rate of about $50 a mile for these 
western rivers. Gentlemen say that more com- 
merce passes over the Hudson than over either of 
those rivers. ‘I"hat may be true; but I presume 
no gentleman will contend that there have been as 
many lives lost,as many boats sunk, and as much 
property lost upon the Hudson in the last fifteen 
years as upon the Mississippi river and its trib- 
utaries within a single year. I have before mea 
report, which reached me last night in one of the 
western papers, showing that since the first of 
January last the number of steamboats lost upon 
these rivers has been thirty-one. The number 
lost by snags, since the navigation of the Missis- 
sippi river and its tributaries by steamboats com- 
menced, is four hundred and sixty-nine, and the 
number lost during the year 1349 was eighty- 
three. 

I ask that the gentlemen of this committee will 
look at this further fact. The steam marine upon 
our western waters is greater than the whole of 
that of Great Britain. The whole steam marine 
of Great Britain amounted, in 1848, to 168,078 
tons, while that upon our western rivers amounts 
to 204,725 tons. Iask that this committee will 
not only make such appropriations as our western 
rivers require, but I ask that they will do another 
act of justice to the people of the West. I ask 
that, instead of appropriating $260,000 for the four 
rivers, leaving its distribution to the discretion of 
the officer who superintends their improvement, 
|| and the application of this fund, that you will make 
|| specific appropriations for each river, and not leave 
the appropriation in such condition that the amount 
may be applied exclusively to any one, or two of 
them, but give to each an amount to which it is 
fairly and justly entitled. 4 
Mr. CLEVELAND. [am opposed to this, as 
I am to all amendments offered to this bill. But 
I want to call the attention of the committee to this 
fact: If they will consider the subject but a minute, 
they will be satisfied that —_ can accomplish their 
objects, and save a vast deal of time, by a course 
other than that of offering all these amendments. 
There is, as gentlemen know, a substitute for this 
|| bill before this committee, offered by the gentleman 
' from North Carolina, (Mr. Stawty,} which em- 
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braces all, or nearly all, these various amendments 
proposed by gentiemen from the different sections 
of the Union. That substitute will necessarily 


( ie up and be acted upon by the committee, and 
gre li¢ nen who prefer to support th il, which 1s the 
bill that passed the House the last session, can 
support that amendment. If it passes, all, 

nearly all, the improvements for which these va- 
rious amendments are offered, will be provided 
for. I shall myself vote against that amendment, 


and [ trast a majority of thecommittee will. But 
by pursuing that course, we shall decide all these 
questions by a single vote, and shall thus save the 
time now so unnecessarily expended, as rentiemen 
must be aware. 

One word further. I have no doubt that gentle- 
man offerine these amendments h ype they will 
pass, or if they havehad abundant evidence from 
the action of the committee that they are not to 
pass, they are placing themselves right before 
their constituents in order to satisfy them that their 
Representatives have not been unmindful of thetr 
particular interests. But in the substitute offered, 
these ¢ semen can all accomplish their obiect by 
record a. ir votes in the House in favor of that 
substitute, and save the useless consumption of 
time I would therefore suggest to the gentlemen 
of this committee, that we can bring this matter 
to a speedy and satisfactory conclusion by com- 
ing to a vote upon the amendment of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina. If thatis voted up or 
down, Jet us vote upon the bill as presented after 
that vote, and let it be the final vote. All this 
time will then be saved, and the object of ail these 
rentiemen will be as well cared for by recording 
their votes in the House as ifall these separate 
amendments had been offered. 

Mr. MILLER. 1 desire to say a word or two 
in reply to the ewentleman from Connecticut. 

The CHAIRMAN. No further discussion is 
in order. 

Mr. MILLER. 


my amendment. 


Then I demand tellers upon 


The ouestion being on the adoption of the 
amendment offered by Mr. Mitter— 

Mr. MILLER demanded tellers; which were 
not ordered. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was not agreed to. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. 1 offer the 
following amendment: 

Add the following at the end of the clause, in line twen- 


ty-five: ** And for the purchase of snag boats for service 
on the western and southwestern rivers, $80,000.°° 


Mr. M. said: I have not offered a single amend- 
ment except in good faith, and with the idea that 
itought to pass. [ have now, in the shape in 
which I have placed this amendment, abandoned 
the hope of fixing the amount for the improve- 
ment of the upper Ohio at $60,000, as was esti- 
mated by the engineers, and am compelled to leave 
the appropriation as the Committee on Commerce 
have placed it. 

I have now, sir, offered an appropriation which 
will add eighty thousand dollars, for the purpose 
of building snag-boats upon the western waters, 
and will increase the appropriations in this bill by 
that sum. And I wish to know how it is, that 
this committee can consider it fair and proper to 
appropriate in this bill $100,000 for the purpose 
of making dredge-boats and delivery scows for 
use upon the northern lakes, and refuse the same 
amount for the purpose of making snag-boats for 
use upon the western rivers? Ido not understand 
the philosophy of this; and it is insufficient to tell 
me, in explanation of it, that the Committee on 
Commerce have reported it. [ have already stated 
to the committee, that at the time this svstem 
stopped, in 1847, there were four snag-boats being 
used upon the Mississippi and Ohio, but that they 
were sold out. From this $260,000 in the bill, 
which includes $50,000 for the Cumberland dam, 
and $60,000 estimated by the engineers for the 
upper Ohio, you will have remaining but $150,000 
for the Missouri, the Arkansas, the Mississippi, 
and the Ohio below the falls. And of this amount, 
if you expend $100,000 to replace the snaz-boats 
necessary to recommence this system of improve- 
ment, you will have left then but 450,000 with 
which to work upon the whole western rivers. 

Now, sir, | do not know what western men 
may do. I donot know what the Representatives 
of the valley of the Mississippi may do; but if 
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this House refuses this appropriation, i would 
| vote this bill down athousand times. T'his is one 


of the Jast appeals | have to make, and | trust that 
this amendment will be put upon the bil!. It is 
fair, it is proper, and it is necessary. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I am opposed to 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Kentucky, who last addressed the committee. 

It is a little singular that the artment did 
not think proper to recommend to this House and 
to Congress, any greater appropriation for the 
western rivers than the committee have reported 
in this bill. They reported all that the Depart- 
ment recommended. Now, sir, 1 do not know— 


perhaps the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mar- 


SHALL] can inform the commuittee—what is the | 


cost of a snag-boat, as compared with dredge- 
boats, as to their durability? And why is it that 
gentlemen indulge here in asking for these ran- 
dom appropriations? 

Mr. MARSHALL. Twenty-five thousand 
dollars have been estimated for each of these snag- 
boats. ‘The estimate is contained in the report of 
the superintendent of western improvements; and 
if the gentleman had looked through the reports, 
he would have seen what snag-boats cost. 

Mr. FULLER. Suffice it to say, in answer to 
the gentleman, that the committee reported all that 

| the Department recommended, and I suppose the 


| Department understands what is necessary to be | 
appropriated in any one year. If! have any idea | 


of the mode of improvement of the western riv- 


ers, it is not as expensive as the building piers of | 


stone-work and masonry; it is simply by the use 
of these boats, the pulling up the snags. 


But, sir, there is another reason why the amend- | 
ment proposed by the gentleman should not be | 


voted by thecommittee. This Government owes 
$63,000,000, and it pays $3,000,000 a year inter- 
est money. A million and a half of dollars is all 
that the present force of your Topographical Bu- 
reau can expend in any one year. Do gentlemen 
want to vote large sums of money to have that 
Bureau increased to expend it? It strikes me not. 
It would not be judicious, and I think, therefore, 
that a bill that appropriates $1,500,000 a year, is 
in all conscience enough. : 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I only wish 
| to call the attention of the gentleman from Maine, 


{[Mr. Funter,] and also of the gentleman from | 


Kentucky, [Mr. Marsnatt,] to the estimates 
which were sent to Colonel Long, who has the 
supervision of this work. In that he estimates as 
necessary to build and outfit the two new snag- 


| boats of the largest class, $25,000 each, and three | 
of a lighter draft, at $15,000 each. He also rec- | 


ommends the repair and outfit of the large boat 
on hand, the Hercules 
| ferred to us by the chief of the Topographical 


3ureau. This is all they ask for, and it leaves a | 


balance of $50,000 for the Cumberland Island dam 
and the working of these boats for one year. The 


| simple question is whether we shall add $80,000 | 
, or $100.000 more than the Department asked for | 


| for the present fiscal year? 
The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Marswatt, and it was not agreed to. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. I move to raise the sum | 


from $260,000 to $850,000. 
My object, Mr. Chairman, is to get for those 


| western rivers precisely the same amount which | 
| we voted for the Collins line. I voted for that | 


appropriation. I thought it right then, and I still 


think so, and would vote for it again. But, sir, | 
| am of the opinion that this appropriation for the 
Mississippi river is entirely too small—I mean for | 


the Mississippi and its tributaries. According to 
the report of Lieutenant Maury, there are twenty 
thousand miles of navigable waters. That riverand 
its upper tributaries, liein fifteen of the States. One 
half of the Union is directly interested in this 
matter. Now, sir, it is very well known, that 


that section has heretofore had but little or nothing | 


of all the appropriations made by this Govern- 
ment. 


| The people of the West have come up liberally | 
to maintain the Government in its revenues, and | 


by men in times of war, and from their interior 


I do not contend that it is a sound principle to dis- 
tribute money merely with the view of giving 
| equality to the different sections; but, sir, those 

western rivers really need it, and when they can 
make a fair case for an appropriation, why should 








These estimates were re- | 


position they have had but little or nothing. Now, | 
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you not give them aliberal one, so as to put them 
on a fair footing with the rest of the Union? 

{ have a statement which estimates the com- 
merce upon that river and its tributaries, upwards 
and downward, at more than $200,000,000. Then, 
you have an immense commerce passing over 
many thousands of miles of navigable water, of 
the most dangerous character in this country; and 
yet, sir, the obstacles are not of the kind that are 
most difficult of removal, such as long shoals 
or stony rapids. They consist mainly of snags, 
and some bars of mud, which can be easily dis- 
placed. I hope, therefore, when it is borne in 
mind that there are immense losses annually upon 
those rivers, by means of obstructions that can 
easily be removed, and that this Government has 
heretofore done little or nothing for that section, 
I trust, I say, that gentlemen will come up and 
give it a liberal appropriation. 

But I am told by the gentleman over the way, 
[Mr. Sermovr,] that the present bill proposes to 
give as much money as can be expended in one 
year. I care nothing about that. I think it ver 
likely that we shall not get another of these bills 
passed for the nextten years, (nor dol care much 
if we do not, as I am not partial to the system,) 
and as these rivers have been for fourteen years 
without an appropriation, | should like to give 
them a liberal one at this time. Let us do what 
is right. The Treasury is said to be nowina 
good condition, with a surplus of ten or fifteen 
millions of dollars, and let us make a liberal ap- 
propriation for that portion of country that has 


|| heretofore had but little, and is most in want. 


I moved this amendment, Mr. Chairman, notas 
a mere matter of form, but because I think the ap- 
propriation too small; and I hope that those gen- 
tlemen who, like myself, are not very friendly to 
the system, will nevertheless agree that if it is to 
go on, and expenditures are to be made, that they 
shall be so arranged as to do the greatest amount 
of good. As this river and its tributaries lie in so 
many States, it cannot otherwise be improved. 
I think it very likely that the framers of the Con- 
stitution never contemplated such action as this; 
yet all parties and all Administrations have sanc- 
tioned national appropriations. But everything is 
national in one sense, and local in another, and my 
great objection to this whole system is, that you 
can draw no line of distinction between what is 
| national and what is merely local, and therefore 
there are likely to be great abuses. I hope that 
gentlemen who stand like me, not very favorable 
to this system of improvement by the General 
Government, will, if it is to go on, vote the money 
where it is most needed. Let us act fairly to all 
sections of the country, and vote for this amend- 
ment, and if it shall be adopted with some other 
changes, I am inclined to vote for the bill. As it 
now stands, however, the appropriations it makes 
are so unequal, and lavished with so partial a hand, 
| where they are least needed, that the bill, as a 

whole, ought to be defeated for that reason alone. 
|| The question being on the amendment of Mr. 
|| CLingmMan— 
|| Tellers were demanded and ordered; and Messrs. 
Hamitron and Beare were appointed. 
|| The question was then put, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 57, noes 67; no quorum. 

By unanimous consent a recount was ordered. 

The question was again put, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 69, noes 85. 

So the amendment of Mr. CLineman was not 
agreed to. 


Mr. CHURCHWELL. I offer the following 
nmendment: 

For the improvement of the Tennessee river and its 
navigable tributaries, above the Muscle Shoals, $138,100 ; 
e. be expended under the direction of the Secretary of 

ar. 

I offer the amendment for the Tennessee river 
again, with a variation in the amount of the ap- 
propriation. It seems that all outside of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce have to put their fingers upon 
a particular wire to have any amendment passed. 
In offering the amendment again to the bill, I do so 
without much hope that it will be adopted. The 

/amount is based on proper estimates from the 
Department, and cannot be objected to on that 
/account. That it is fora national object no one in 
all the opposition has denied; yet there is a fatal- 
ity attending the proposition, which seems com- 
mon to all, unfortunate indeed, sir. The bill 
reported by the Committee on Commerce seems 
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to be so perfect in all its parts, that its friends op- 
pose every amendment, however wise and merit- 
orious. Up to the present hour, | suppose not 


less than fifty propositions have been offered and 
voted down. In this 1, the Ohio and Arkansas 
are provided for. Why is the Tennessee left out? 
It was in the bill reported by a similar committee 
to thelast Congress. Has it crown less im port- 
ant, or less national and meritorious? 

This improvement has been estimated for by 
the Department, Several members of that com- 
mittee have informed me that they are willing to 
put this amendment in. The rentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. Watsn] intimated his w ig 
ness for its incorporation into the bill. I hope he 
will now yield it his support, and I trust that 
will meet with the approval of a majority of th 
committe. ~ ; ; 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman must con- 
fine his remarks to an explanation of his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. 
plains itself, [ 
explanation, and I hope it will lve passed. [ wi 


tell rentle nen interested in they 
* 


My amendment ex- 
{Laughter } Its reading is its | 

issage of this bil 
' ce a ; 
that eleven votes will count in its passage. I ask 
the adoption of my amendment, because I believe 


; J 
it to be necessary and pi 
a es: 


yper. If we look back 
his system, we find that the 
Tennessee river, although the fourth river in nay 
igable extent in the United States, has received 
comparatively nothing from the Treasury. 

Mr. WALSH. The gentleman must have been 
mistaken in supp sins 
ment. He told me there had |! een surveys made 
for the improvement of the Tennessee river by 
the General Government, and that he had them 


in his possession. [told him that I would look 





' 
into the history of t 


Iw vuld vote for this amend- 


r 
t 
{ 


at them with pleasure. I gave him no assurane 
that | would vote for the appropri ation. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. The gentleman said 
that he had no objection to the improvement of 
the Tennessee river, and I understood him to say 


the amendment ought to be adopted. 


Mr. WALSH. I said on yesterday that the 
time would speedily come when the Tennessee 
river would be reached in the progress of these 
improvements. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Yes, sir, the time 
will come, I hone—and I suppose the gentlema 
would vote that it be improved now if it cost not} 
ing. The honorable gentleman remarked that h 
had not seen the estimate 


before the c 


n 


Those estimates were 
ym mittee. They were in the hands of 
its chairman for several days, and if the gentlem 

from Maryland has not seen them itis not my fault. 
I have them. : 
my plea re to show them to nim, Here they 
are: : 


He can see them n Ww. It will be 


War DEPARTMENT, ? 
Wasninetron, July 13, 1852. § 
Sir: In compliance with your verbal request, I have th 
honor to transmit you au estimate, prepared by the Colonel 
of Topographical Engineers, for the improvement of the 
rennessee river, above the Muscle Shoals 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
C. M. CONRAD, Secretary of War 
Hon. We. M. CuurcHwett, 
House of Representatives. 
BUREAU OF TOPOGRAPHICAL ENGINEERS, } 
Wasnineton, July 13, 1852. 4 
Str: tn reply to the inquiries of the Hon. Mr. Caurcn 
WELL, in reference to the various estimates for the improv: 
ment of the Tennessee river, | have the honor to state that 
these estimutes were made at a period when prices of food 
and labor were much lower than now The estimate for 
the impediments above the Muscle Shoals, has been revised 
by State commissioners, under this change of prices, which 
revision, itis believed, will approach nearer the reality of 
the expenditure than the estimates of 1831. ; 
The revised estimate refers exclusively to the impedi 
ments in that river ahove the Muscle Shoal region, or be 
tween Kelly’s Ferry and Knoxville.a distance of about two 
hundred and fifty miles. And from the best information 
which is now possessed, it is believed, that if the river were 
adequately improved in this distance, that it would be nav 
igable for small draft steamboats, throughout it« whole ex - 
tent from Knoxville to the Ohio, and throughout the greater 
part of the year. These considerations make the improve 
ment of that part of the river an object of serious import 
ance. For this part of the river, the revised estimate 
amounts to.... nb dabsesotuned sac wnee coeseuis £106,000 
To which add for adredge-boat........ .c00 ce eeee 20,000 
And for contingencies, ten per cent.............. 12,600 


BWEGRiing BIOH O0s 0 ous cies e vecccccetecseds . » #138600 





Respectfully eubmittd, J. J. ABERT, 
Col mel of Corps of Topographical Engineers 
Hon. C. M. Conran, Secretary of War. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would ask my 
-olleague whether by his remark, that elevén votes 
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general and extravagant system of inte n- 
provemei i having the tion of Mr. Jeffer 
son, Mr.*Madison, Mr. Monroe, and General 
Jackson, under whose administrations appropri- 


ations were made, | thought proper to ask an ap- 
propriation for an object as national and as im- 
portant as any in the bill. [ hope it will be 
granted. Duringa period of forty years in the 
history of the Administrations, from 1806 up to 
1845, there has been expended for road, harbor, 
and river improvements, not including surveys, 
$17,199,228. I propose to give the amount ex- 
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It is a remarkable fact, sir, that out of the whole 
expenditure for interna! improvement by the Gen- 
eral Government, the southern States have received 
but $4,679,045, as will be seen by the table, while 
the northern States have received $10,822,178. 
The gallant State of South Carolina has not re- 
ceived one dollar. I mention these facts, not 
from any sectional feeling, but merely to state 
them as they are shown from the figures. When 
will the time arrive when western commerce and 
western rivers are to receive their due proportion 
of the revenue? Will it ever arrive? I fear not, 
sir, under the system adopted. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I do not wish to 
read a lecture to my colleague, or to anybody else 
here, but I intend to say 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Is the gentleman op- 
posing the amendment. 

Mr. JONES. Certainly. Ido not intend to 
vote for the bill whether the appropriation for the 
Tenngssee be included in the bill or not. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Of course not; that 
would not be expected of my colleague. 

Mr. CHURCH WELLdemanded tellers; which 
were not ordered. 

_ The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment, and it was not agreed to. 


Mr. CASKIE. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 











For the improvement of the James and Appomattox 
rivers, below the cities of Richmond and Petersburg, 
$45,090. 


Unlike my friend, Mr. Chairman, I go into 
this battle with a high hope, yes, a confidence of 
success; for Ido not consider the amendment I 
offer to have yet been, in all that has been said 
upon this floor, really opposed. There are many 
things I desire to say—some of them relating to 
myself—but five minutes fly by so quickly that I 
must not only talk rapidly, but sa@fificing all else, 
I shall confine myself to the simple presentation of 
such facts as time will permit me to adduce. It 
is a mistake to suppose that the people of Virginia 
are indifferent to these rivers. A petition for the 
improvement of the James river was, I am in- 
formed, presented to the last Congress. The 
Council of the city of Richmond has repeatedly 
acted on the subject. I have here before me the 
proceedings of a ** Virginia Commercial Conven- 
tion,” held in the city of Richmond the 10th and 
11th of September, 1851, in which, by resolution, 
they declared that * the bars which now obstruct 
the navigation of the James river should be re- 
moved.”’ 

The honorable chairman of the Committee on 
Commerce seems to base his objection to our 
amendment, as I find him reported in the Globe, 
upon the idea that we claim that our amendment 
*« should now be inserted without estimates, with- 
out surveys and without data.”’ 

Now, if I show him that this is error, that there 
are surveys, estimates, and data on which I ask 
this amendment, may I not appeal to his fairness, 
and the fairness of gentlemen on all sides of the 
House, and ask if they will not remember the 
maxim ‘* equality is equity,’ and in this commit- | 
tee correct the plain injustice of the omission of 
Virginia from the bill? Here in this volume of 
Executive documents which I hold in my hand, 
is the report of Howard Stansbury, United States 
Civil Engineer, made to Colonel Abert, of the 
Topographical Engineers, giving the results of a 
complete survey of that part of the James river 
where the obstructions exist, to which this amend- 
ment relates. I have been informed by Professor 
Bache, who is now with his camp at Rosslyn, 
near Petersburg, engaged in the survey of the 
twelve miles of the Appomattox, which thisamend- 
ment includes, and which survey he will follow 
by that of the James, as part of the Coast Survey, 
of which he is the head, and who has very recent! 
made an inspection of the James, that from wah 
examination as he has been able to make, Stans- 
bury’s Report is a very thorough and reliable doc- 
ument. Ii is also his opinion that if there be any 
error in that report, it is against the improvement 
—the professor considering that perhaps the ob- 
structions are now less serious than they would 
appear from the report. Stansbury’s estimate is 
$115,200. 

And without making any complaint, I must be 
permitted to remark, that since we have been in | 
this committee I have presented to the chairman || 
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of the Committee on Commerce, for his examina- | still regarded as of great value, are now treated as 


tion, the report of Stansbury. 

Here let me say thatI trust an opportunity will 
be afforded the gentleman from North Carolina, 
{Mr. Moreneap,} who informs me that he con- 
siders his district as much interested in this matter 
as my own, to say a word on this amendment. 

Now as to data. I had supposed that a glance 
at the map, and a very slight inspection of the 
census synopsis, which I imagine is in the pos- 
session of every member of this committee, would 
be sufficient to show the impropriety of the omis- 


sion of Virginia from the bill. 


Here are before me plenty of statistics, which 


| | wish my time would allow me to read. I will 


give you some from the report of a committee of 
that Commercial Convention, to which I have al- 
ready alluded, in which report it is stated that 
** the tonnage employed in the direct foreign trade 
between Europe and the waters of the James river, 


| amounts to nearly 30,000 tons.”’ To which I will 


add, that besides many large schooners running 
between Richmond and various ports of the coun- 
try, there are now steam lines from Richmond to 
Baltimore, Philadelphia, and New York, which 
serve a very active commerce: 


‘In estimating the present value of the Chesapeake trade, 
so far as materials are at hand for a correct estimate, we 


| will find that the James river and Kanawa canal, its prin- 


cipal tributary, contributed during the last year, $6,135,- 
865 49, the products of the interior; whilst it carried into 


| the interior, merchandise and other articles, valued at 
| $7,727,224 29.* 


‘* The business of the Central Railroad has doubled within 
the past year, its downward tonnage mounting to 25,000 
tons, and its upward transportation is perhaps one half that 
amount.’ 


Mr. STROTHER. | propose to offer an amend- 
ment to the amendment of my colleague. I move 
to strike out $45,000, and insert $60,000. My 
reasons for so doing, I will state very briefly to 
the committee. itis true that the Committee on 


| Commerce have overlooked James river, in Vir- | 


ginia, in the division of funds which they propose 
to devote to this subject; and so far as the influence 


| and effect of the action of that committee bear 
| upon the question, it ignores the existence of one | 
| of the largest commercial interests in this country. 


There is hardly any commercial portion of this 
country so largely demanding the favorable con- 
sideration of this body, as this very one now un- 
der consideration. The city of Richmond is now 


| the center of internal improvements in the shape 


of canals and railroads, upon which have been 
expended, by State and individual enterprise, 


near $20,000,000. Improvements are reaching to- | 


wards, and when completed, will grapple with the 
mighty commercial productions of the Mississippi 
valley, so that there are concentrated already at 


| that point a large amount of productions, not only | 


of Virginia but of part of North Carolina, seeking 
for foreign and home markets, to be largely in- 
creased when these improvements strike the valley 


of the Mississippi river. Consequently not only | 


the interests of Virginia are involved in this ques- 
tion, but the interests of all the northern commer- 
cial States, and the interests of the western pro- 
ductive States. This tide of production flowing 
and to flow along these lines to Richmond and 
Petersburg is obstructed in its after progress to 
the outside markets of the country, by the imped- 
iments in James river. The owners of vessels 
North, and the purchasers of productions North, 
are interested, as much as we are in Virginia, in 
the removal of these impediments. 

The report of Mr. Stansbury, referred to by 
my colleague, [Mr. Caskie,| shows the cost of 
this improvement in removing these bars, by 
which large vessels come up to the ports of Rich- 
mond and Petersburg. So we have data upon 
which to make this appropriation, and upon that 
data I urge upon this committee that $60,000 are 
hardly enough to accomplish all that is desired in 
the removal of the largest impediments, and the 
giving a larger and freer flow to this tide of trade 
and commerce. I know that there are influences 
operating upon the minds of this committee against 
this appropriation. First, that the Representa- 
tives of Virginia, in their strict construction of 
the powers of this Government over this question, 


take ground but upon principles of Pa and | 


right. And many consider it just and proper to 


give to Virginia the fullest benefit of her own con- | 
| stitutional doctrines. These doctrines, although 
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holy relics, and so far as the action of the Federal 
Government is concerned, are reserved entirely for 
exhibition at grand party festivals and conven- 
| tions, and exhibited there for the venerating ad- 
miration of party. Certainly, since the days of 
the Memphis Convention, where the geographical 
discovery was announced that the Mississippi was 
an internal sea—a sort of Mediterranean—and its 
affluents, bays, estuaries, &c., the policy of the 
Government upon the questions embraced in this 
bill may be regarded as fixed, and the Virginia 
construction as discarded and obsolete. 

While I am a disciple of that school, I am not 
of the ** straightest sect,’’ and believe that the Fed- 
eral Government has the power to improve har- 
bors and rivers. Furthermore, I recognize the 
necessity of modifying abstract opinions accord- 
ing to the changing, enlarging, and exciting ex- 
igencies of the laws. It would be certainly unjust 
to the people of Virginia, and to the people of the 
whole Union, for this committee to reject this 
amendment upon the reason stated. The system 
should be administered upon no principles of favor- 
itism or of punishments, but according to the just 
requirements of the commercial wants of the coun- 
try. I stand ready to vote for any bill that is just, 
and wise, and fair in its character, and against any 
that is not. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I am opposed 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia, 
{Mr. Srrotuer,] who last spoke, and in favor of 
the original amendment. I shall have great hesi- 
tation in reconsidering any determination 

Mr. STROTHER. I was about to say, that 
at the suggestion of gentlemen, if the committee 
is peculiarly economical upon a question of 
$15,000, I would withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS. I understand that the amend- 
ment cannot be withdrawn until I have concluded 
what I have tosay. I was about to say that I 
should have great hesitation in reconsidering any 
| determination to which the Committee on Com- 
merce, upon a full examination of the subject, had 
come. I understand this to be a matter which has 
| not been brought before the Committee on Com- 
merce, or considered by them. I understood fur- 
| ther, in relation to some of the appropriations 
asked for here, that there have been no surveys 
made by which Congress could judge of the cost, 
| or what was to be done. That objection does not 
exist in this case, for full surveys have been made 
under the authority of this Government showing 
that this improvement may be made at an ex- 
pense less than the annual injury resulting to com- 
merce there. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Is it in order for the gentle- 
man to advocate this amendment? I understand 
that he should oppose the addition of $15,000. 

Mr. DAVIS. It is legitimate for me to show 
that the addition ought not to be made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Casxte] proposes $45,000. The 
other gentleman from Virginia [Mr. SrrorHer 
proposes to amend by striking out ‘“‘ forty-five,’ 
and inserting ‘‘ sixty.”? The gentleman from 
|| Massachusetts [Mr. Davis} opposes striking out 
‘“‘forty’’ and inserting ‘* sixty.” 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman has a right 
to oppose the addition of $15,000. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Davis] must confine his remarks 
to the difference between $45,000 and $60,000. 

Mr. DAVIS. If my friend does not see the 
rn of my argument, it is no fault of mine. 

will go on in the line of suggestion I was about 
making. I was about to say, that it appears 
by the report of the engineer made under the 
authority of this Government some number of 
years ago, that this improventént may be made at 
| an expense less than the annual injury which re- 
sults to commerce from the existence of these ob- 
| structions. It further appears, if any gentleman 
will take the pains to examine into the facts, that 
this improvement has been agitated in Virginia for 
many years. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I call the gentleman to or- 
der. 

Mr. DUNCAN. 1 believe there has been no 
opposition to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment to the 
| amendment, offered by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, (Mr. Srrorner,] has been discussed for 
|, and against. After the vote is taken upon this 
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amendment it will be in order to oppose the ori- 
ginal amendment. 

Mr.STROTHER. With the leave of the com- 
mittee, | will withdraw my amendment. 

There being no objection, it was withdrawn. 

Mr. DUNCAN. I am opposed to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. 
Casktg,] upon the other side of the House. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois. How many 
speeches can be made upon this amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will inform the 
gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Campsett,] that the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Srrorner) offered 
his amendment, and made a speech for it. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Davis] rose 
and opposed it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. There wasan amendment 
made to that, and two speeches made upon it. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds, that 


when the amendment was offered, the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Caskie] made a speech in 
favor of it. Before any opposition was made, an- 
other gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Strotuer] 
rose and offered an amendment to the amendment, 
and there was a speech for and againstit. It was 


withdrawn, and the gentleman from Massachv- | 


setts [Mr. Duncan] now rises to oppose the amend- 
ment offered by Mr. Casxie. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I should like to ask if the 


amendment offered by the gentleman from Vir- || 
inia [Mr. Srroruer] had not been withdrawn, | 
if he could go on and oppose the original amend- | 


ment? 
The CHAIRMAN. After it had been voted 
down he could have done so. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. I appeal from the decision | 


of the Chair. Such has not been the practice be- 
fore this time. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from IIli- 


nois [Mr. CampBELL] rises to a question of order, | 
that an amendment to the amendment having been | 


offered before a speech was made in opposition to 


the original amendment, it is not in order after- || 


wards to make a five-minutes speech in opposi- 


tion to that amendment. The Chair overrules | 
the point of order. From that decision the gen- | 


tleman from Illinois [Mr. Campseti] takes an 
appeal. The question now is, Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the com- 
mittee? 


The question was then taken, and it was decided | 


in the affirmative. 
So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 


Mr. DUNCAN. Iam opposed to the amend- || 
mentofthegentleman from Virginia, [Mr.Casxie,] || 


and I assign as a reason for the consideration of 
the House—the reason which I assigned a few 


days ago—that the improvement of the James || 


river was never in any manner brought to the 
notice of the committee. I care not for the politi- 
cal opinions of the gentlemen from Virginia who 
represent that State upon the floor of this House. 
It was perfectly in the power of the business men 
at Richmond and other points upon James river, 
interested in this navigation, to send up a petition 
or to present themselves in person, and bring the 
subject of that improvement to the notice of the 
committee. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I wish to ask the gentle- 
man a question. I will ask the gentleman if the 
committee did not know the fact that estimates for 


this river were provided for in the bill of the last | 


Congress? 

Mr. DUNCAN. T stated that we had the bill 
before us, but we did not consider it as the rule 
of our action at all. 


Mr. McMULLIN. I ask the gentleman if he | 


is not now satisfied that the subject has been 
brought before this committee, and if it is not now 
competent for the committee to take cognizance 
of it? 

Mr. DUNCAN. The question then presents 


itself to the House, whether they are prepared to | 
go into an examination and introduce an import- | 


ant amendment upon the floor of this House, 
which has never been presented to the committee, 
in preference to some fifty other petitions of sim- 
ilar character for improvements upon the lakes 


and elsewhere, which were 9h Yer to the com- | 


mittee, and which they felt bound to reject under 
the restrictions which they imposed upon them- 
selves in the formation of this bill. The gentle- 
men from the remote lakes, and from various por- 


|| the respective improvements before the committee. 


I say that if this House inserts the appropriation 
for this river, at this time, they ought to go 
further, and make some fifty more appropriations. 
Unless they are prepared to do this, I call upon 
them not to make this appropriation—though it 
may be a worthy one—for James river. I donot 
undertake to say that it is not a proper subject of 
appropriation; but when satisfied of that fact, I 
shall certainly yote with great cheerfulness for the 
appropriation of James river. It was impossible 
for the committee to make provisions for all the 
_ objects which they deem constitutional, necessary, 
and important. It is only a question of time. 
Those cases which are omitted this year may be 
resented next year, and will then deserve, and I 
hove receive, the favorable consideration of the 
House. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida, moved to amend 
the amendment by striking out ‘* $45,000"’ and 
inserting in lieu thereof ** $75,000.”’ 

Mr. C. said: [ offer that amendment for the 
reason that, in my opinion, there is no appropria- 
tion that has been asked for, or presented to this 
House, which is more entitled to favorable con- 
sideration than the one which is now under con- 
|| sideration. ‘The sum of $45,000 is less than that 

which is estimated for, and therefore | am willing 
|| that it should be increased to $75,000, and even 
more if itis necessary. My intimate acquaintance 
with the State of Virginia places me in a position 
in which | may speak advisedly upon this subject. 
| The statistics relating to the James river have been 

already presented by a Representative from the 

State of Virginia. It has been represented to 

this committee that in point of importance the 
|| post office receipts of the city of Richmond, chiefly 
|| Interested in this improvement, are perhaps greater 
|| than those of any other city for the improvement | 

of whose harbors appropriations are asked, with 

the exception of a few large cities upon the At- 
| lantic. he commerce of this river, and its anti- 
cipated connection with the West, gives it, in my 
|| opinion, an especial claim upon the consideration 
of the House. 

But if it be in order, and J rise cheerfully for 
the purpose, I will say that, in my judgment, the 
course of opposition to this and similar amend- 


| ments, is the most a that has ever | 
entlemen from | 


been presented to this House. 
|| the committee seem to assume that all the wisdom 
|| of the House of Representatives is in their keep- 
|| ing, and that this House should not take upon 
itself to determine the propriety of considerin 
particular amendments. They all agree in the im- 
portance of this particular provision, but because 
the gentleman from the city of Richmond, who is 
more particularly interested in it, did not follow 
|| up that committee, and find out where their meet- 
ings were, and insist upon this appropriation 
which had been estimated for from time to time, 
and which has been in every appropriation bill 
for the last fifteen or twenty years, therefore it is 
not to be acted upon. I ask that committee why 
it is they have stricken out the appropriation for 
} James river, that has been in all these bills? The 
Representatives from Virginia, and the people of 
Virginia, may very well ask why it is that the com- 
mittee have assumed to strike it out, without ask- 
ing the Representatives from that State whether 
there was propriety in itor not. I have not my- 
self been before the committee. I desire appro- 
priations for my own State, and I did not know 
that it was expected we should go before the com- 
mittee. I thought all that was necessary for me, 
and those who are interested in these appro- 
priations, was to satisfy the House of Represent- 
| atives that it was proper, and being proper, that 
they would act upon it, without the necessity 
for the consent and sanction of a majority of a 
| committee of this House. At the last Congress, 
|| I did apply to the Committee on Commerce, and 
|| it was then decided that the appropriation I asked 
for was not national. Now, it strikes me as be- 
ing rather peculiar, that nothing was national that 
came from Florida, and this year I did not go be- 
fore the committee, for I expected the same resu!t. 
But I hope to induce this outs to take a differ- 
ent view of the important interests in which my 
State is concerned. 
Mr. ORR. I am opposed to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Florida. I have no disposi- 
tion to debate it, and I ask that the question may 


tions of the country, have represented the state of | now be taken. 


1963 


The question was then taken on the amendment 
to the amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, moved to amend the 
amendment by striking out ‘* $45,000," and in- 
serting ** §51,000.”’ 

Mr. B. said: As 1s very well known to this 
House, I have always been opposed to this whole 
system. I have never voted for any of these 
bills, and if I ever had any difficulty in my own 
mind as to the inexpediency, to say nothing about 
the utter want of the constitutional power of Con- 
gress to pass such appropriations—if anything 
were wanting to satisty us of its inexpediency, it 
would be the course that the Committee on Com- 
merce, that has reported this bill, has taken in re- 
spect to it, if | may judge of that course from the 
remarks of my friend from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Duncan.] Whatisit? He says that there was 
no appropriation put in this bill for the James river 
because the Representatives from Virginia did not 
go before that committee to ask for it. 

Mr. DUNCAN. lI did not say any such thing. 
I said there were no petitions presented for an ap- 
propriation for that river. 

Mr. BAYLY. Very well. The gentleman, 
therefore, puts the neglect of the committee in 
acting upon this matter upon the ground that the 
people from the vicinity have not petitioned Con- 
gress in respect to the subject. Well, now; sir, I 
have made it an invariable rule of conduct on my 
part, as a member of several of the committees of 
this House, of which I have had the honor to bea 
member, to putless reliance upon petitions from the 
neighborhood, and less reliance upon the represent- 
ations of members whose constituents are imme- 
diately interested in the appropriation, than upon 
anybody else’s, because they are always interested 
in making out the best case they can for their con- 
stituents, which they invariably do. Their state- 
ments are ‘tex parte.’ A better reliance for a 
committee of this House on all such occasions is, 
to take the responsible recommendations of the 
Executive. There is some little responsibility 
there. ‘Their estimates are not entirely made un- 
der local influences. They are not entirely under 
the control of local interests in these matters, and 
itis no excuse to this committee that members 
from Virginia did not go to it, to whom they ought, 
to some extent, to have turned a deaf ear, if they 
had gone. They ought to have looked to the rec- 
ommendations of the Department. I undertake 
to say, that no river and harbor bill 

Mr. FULLER. Will the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia allow me to say a word? The committee, 
when they took up this matter, had recommend- 
ations from the Department for a bill; and in those 
recommendations, which the committee looked 
at Officially, there was no appropriation whatever 
for James river; so that the attention of the com- 
mittee had not been at all called to it. 

Mr. BAYLY. Why did not the Administra- 
tion make an estimate and recommendation? It 
has always been done heretofore. Why has it 
been omitted now? No onecan be at a loss to 
know. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wishes to sug- 
gest that this debate is entirely out of order. Both 
the remarks of the gentleman from Virginia, {[Mr. 
Barty,} and the gentleman from Maine, {[Mr. 
Fuiier,] are out of order. To be in order their 
remarks should go to show the propriety of 
striking out $45,000, and inserting $51,000. 

Mr. ORR. I am opposed to the amendment of 
the gentleman from, Virginia, [Mr. Bayry;] but if 
Congress is to adjourn by the 31st of August, the 
House should finish this bill to-day. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment to the amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. MEADE moved to amend the amendment 
by striking out the sum of $45,000, and inserting 
$53,000 in lieu thereof. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wil! notify the 
gentleman beforehand that he wil! have to confine 
himself strictly to showing why $53,000 should 
be inserted instead of $45,000. 

Mr EADE. I think the Chair might as well 
have ed until I had broken the rule before he 
read me a lecture. 

My object in making an increase of the appro- 
priation, is to show to this committee that this im- 

rovement deserves a higher sum than is contained 
in the amendment, and at the same time, to meet 
the objections urged by the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetis, against any appropriation to this ob- 
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ject, and in doing so, 1 suppose I shall be in or- 
der. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts has impliedly informed this House that every 
appropriation contained in that bill has had a pe- 
tition in its favor before the Committee on Com- 
merce. ‘That of the hundred and odd appropria- 
tions, large and small, contained in that bill, 
every one was npn by a petition before 
thut committee, ol understand the gentleman 
from Massachusetts to make that assertion ? 

Mr. DUNCAN. I never said anything of that 
kind. 1! said that there were either petitions pre- 
sented, or representations from members. 

Mr. STUART. I rise toa question of order. 
The gentleman from Virginia should confine his 
remarks to showing the propriety of increasing 
the appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be com- 
pelled to sustain the point of order, for the remarks 
of the gentleman from Virginia are not applica- 
ble. 

Mr. MEADE. Then how was the centleman 
from Massachasetts in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decided that 
the gentleman was out of order. 

Mr. MEADE. I do not wish to appeal from 
the decision of the Chair at all, but I wish to re- 
mind this committee that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts himself has admitted the propriety 
of this appropriation in the course of his remarks. 
This committee is perfectly satisfied of the pro- 
priety of the appropriation, butif the bill be passed 
at all, there is not a man in this House who does 
not feel in his heart that the State of Virginia 
should have an appropriation, and all that is ne- 
cessary for us to do, is to satisfy this House, and 
not the Committee on Commerce. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, let me bring to the attention of the 
House the fact that this improvement is absolutely 
necessary to a continuation of the line of improve- 
iments by which the products of the Mississippi 
arriving by railroads to Petersburg and Richmond 
are to seek foreign ports. 

Mr. HOWARD. I am opposed to this amend- 
ment, and in favor of the proposition of the gen- 
tleman’s colleague, [Mr. Casxiz.] The gentleman 
has said he cannot understand why the appro- 
priation for this river was in the bill which 
passed the last Congress, and excluded from the 
estimates of the present.session in the bill now 
under discussion. ‘To me, sir, it appears to bea 
very plain matter. There isa species of old fogy- 
ism in the heads of all these departments, who re- 
main in office permanently without being subject 
to political change and the vicissitudes of party. 
It becomes a life establishment upon which they 
quarter all their friends. The head of the bureau, 
therefore, feels an interest in having a moderate 


bill which will be certain to pass, and furnish some | 


money to spend for the benefit of friends and em- 
ployees. He looks, therefore, rather to the success 
of a small bill, than to any enlarged and liberal 
consideration of the great public interests. The 
character of the present bill is a very apt illustra- 
tion of that fact. When the Department found 
that objections were made to the magnitude of the 
bill which passed this House at the last session, 
it is evident the Chief of the Topographical Corps, 
commenced trimming up for the present session. 
Hence we find the Department struck first at the 
new States that could not vote very formidably in 
Congress, and excluded from them several import- 
ant subjects of improvementcontained in the former 
bill, especially in my own State; and in one in- 
stance, when it had the approbation of the De- 
partment at the last session, and in another where 
there had been a regular survey and estimates sent 
in. 

Sir, the subject of the appropriation to the im- 
provement of James river is another pregnant 
illustration of this course and policy of the De- 
partment. An appropriation for this work was 
embraced in the bill of last Congress. It has been 
thoroughly surveyed by an able officer of the Top- 
ographical Engineers, and regularly esti d for. 
Why, then, was it not embraced in ieesent 
estimates and bill? [t was well known that the Vir- 
ginia members, with perhaps one or two excep- 
tions, would not vote for the measure. It was, 
therefore, expedient to distribute the amount to 
some section where the Representatives would 
pursue a different line of conduct. Hence, James 
tiver was given the go-by. In other words, the 
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measure of justice to a State or district is made to || must command the approbation and the vote of 


depend upen the sentiments of the Representa- 


tives, or the woting strength of the State. Sir, 
| this monstrosity is enough to disgust the country, 


not only with the present bill, but 1 fear with the 
whole system. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment to the amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

The question recurred upon the amendment pro- 
yosed by Mr. Casxie. 

Mr. ORR demanded tellers; which were ordered; 
and Messrs. St. Martin, and Fuiier of Maine, 


| were appointed. 


The question was then put, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 83, noes 45. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE offered the following 
amendment to the amendment: 

To the State of Kentucky to enable that State to continue 
the improvement of the navigation of the Kentucky river, 
$150,000, 

Mr. B. said: I have been a silent observer of 
this debate, sir. I have taken no part init. I 
have been a curious and interested observer of it. 
{n the early part of the debate allusions were occa- 
sionally made to some principles which ought to 
govern these appropriations; but for the last two 
days it has degenerated into a scramble for the 
appropriation of money among the different sec- 
tions and Congressional districts of this Union— 
just, sir, as you have seen boys scramble over the 
division of gingerbread or apples. 

In this state of the case, I feel it my duty to 
come in and ask an appropriation for my district. 
l represent a district, sir, which is bounded in 
part by the Kentucky river, four counties of which 
lie, as it were, in the embrace of the Kentucky 


| river; and I feel that I should merit the condem- 


nation of my constituents if I failed, while the 
committee are proceeding upon present principles, 
to ask an appropriation for them. I believe, sir, 
the engineers have made no estimates for the Ken- 
tucky river; but that is nothing. On looking over 
this bill reported by the Committee on Commerce, 


|.of which | have made an analysis, | find that the 


majority of the appropriations recommended by 
them have not been estimated for by the engineers, 
in the printed report accompanying the President’s 
message, nor recommended by the Department. 

Mr. FULLER. I would like to correct that 
statement. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
my time is very short. 


My statement is strictly 
correct. 


I have carefully analyzed this bill, and I 


think quite as carefully as the Committee on Com- || 


merce themselveshave. Neither, sir, did I go be- 
fore the Committee on Commerce and ask for an 


appropriation for the Kentucky river. I consid- 


| ered that the committee were bound—contrary to 


the principles which have been announced by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Duncan]— 
to distribute appropriations fairly among all parts 


of the Union according to the merits of the respect- 
ive sections. I thought that we should pass a 


| national and not a local bill, for national and not 
| local improvements; and that the Committee on 


Commerce was as much bound to know those ob- 


| jects which were national as a court of justice is 


| to know those laws which are general. 


I am em- 


| boldened by the passage of the amendment for the 


improvement of James river, because I believe 
James river runs through a single State only, and 
the Kentucky river runs through a single State 


also. The committee will perceive, sir, that | 


| have not proposed that this money shall be appro- 
| priated under the authority of the Federal Gov- 


| too 


| proved the navigation. 


ernment. I have asked for it for the State of 
Kentucky, to be appropriated under herauthority. 
Why? Because being neglected for a long series 
of years by the Federal Government, we under- 

k ourselves to improve that stream, and we 
have made locks and dams in it, and partially im- 
The State of Kentucky 


| has the jurisdiction over it, and the control of these 


| the river after some other notion. 


locks and dams. 
Now, if the money appropriated should be ex- 
pended under the authority of the Federal Gov- 


I cannot yield, for | 


ernment, the Executive might take it into his head | 
| to tear down these locks and dams, and improve 


We want this 
money to be expended underState authority. The 


improvement to be made with the money I ask | 
| will be connected also after a certain fashion with 


foreign commerce; and therefore my amendment 


the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. Strvart.] The 
commerce floats from the Kentucky into the Ohio, 
from the Ohio into the Mississippi, from the Mis- 
sissippi into the Gulf of Mexico, and thence to 
the markets of this country and of the world. It 
is also an inter-State stream; that is to say, com- 
merce will be borne upon the Kentucky river from 
State to State; for high up upon its waters a rail- 


| road is now in process of construction—at least, 


| wor 


the stock is nearly all subscribed—and it will be 
va soon, to connect with the whole net- 
of southern railroads, by which passengers 


‘and freight will be brought to the banks of the 


river and transported to other States. Therefore 
it is an inter-State stream upon the principle Jaid 
down and acted on in this committee. I am will- 
ing also to compare the tonnage of the Kentucky 
river with the tonnage of many of the streams 
embraced in this bill, or with the tonnage that 
enters many of the harbors embraced in it. 

Mr. WALSH. When the honorable gentle- 
man from Kentucky says that the committee itself 
should have geographical information upon all 
these subjects, he must mean, I presume, that that 


| information should be furnished to the committee 
| by the gentlemen representing the different sections 


of the country upon that committee. And in this 
connection, as party allusions have been made to 
this system, I would beg that gentleman and the 
committee to recollect that the very respectable and 
able gentleman representing that section of country 
on the committee, and appointed by the Speaker 


| of this House, is of the Democratic party, and 
| indulges in all the constitutional scruples held by 


the gentleman from Kentucky. The gentleman 


| from Kentucky will hardly pretend that members 


from the Atlantic border should be as well in- 


| formed upon the subjectof western improvements 


as the gentlemen from that section of the country. 
So much for that portion of his remarks. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to 
any of these improvements if the House can come 
to a conclusion upon them upon evidence which 
is sufficient to lead them to a just result. But the 
appropriation sought for by thisamendment—and 
the same may be said of that sought for by the 
amendment of the gentleman from Virginia, which 
has just been adopted—is no better entitled to con- 
sideration than fifty or sixty other appropriations 
which have been shut out of this bill by the action 
of the committee, and therefore, if it is inserted, 
so far from this being asystem of equality and 
justice, it is In every respect the reverse. Some- 
thing has been said about the chickens which have 
been fed by the action of the committee. Sir, I 
congratulate the House and the country that at 
last the game chickens of old Virginia come under 
the wing of the parent hen. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s remarks 


| are taking entirely too wide a latitude. 


Mr. WALSH. Well, sir, if itis out of order 
to express these congratulations, on finding that 
Virginia is what Virginia was in former days, 
coming in under the Constitution to participate in 
all its blessings, I proceed to say that there is no 
safety but in reliance upon the reports of the 
Department. I have no personal acquaintance 
with the officers in that Department, but I answer 
to the argument which has been enforced with so 
much spirit and determination by the gentleman 
from Texas, |Mr. Howarp,} that if those officers 
are not to be trusted in the performance of their 


| duty—that if his charges are true, he owes it to 
| his position as a member of this House, he owes 


it to the country 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair called the gen- 
tleman from Texas to order when he was indulging 





| in remarks of this character; and he must now call 


the gentleman from Maryland to order. 

The Chair decides that these remarks have no 
application to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. WALSH.* Then, sir, I say that we can- 
not proceed with safety in the execution of this 
system, but by reliance upon the integrity and in- 
telligence of those gentlemen who are im the em- 
ployment of the Engineer department. If we can- 
not rely upon them, either because of the want of 
capacity or want of integrity, it is the business of 
this House, as the great protector of the country, 
to create a new Board more subject to just respon- 
sibility, and who will be able to perform the duty 


_ more effectually and honestly. 





e of 


The 
0, 
lis- 
' to 
It 
m- 
om 
ail- 
ist, 
he 
et- 
ers 
the 
ure 
aid 
ill- 
ms 
hat 


le- 
elf 
all 
lat 
tee 
ns 
his 
to 
he 
nd 
ry 


nd 
by 
an 
rs 
n- 


its 


to 
ne 
ch 
he 
id 


th 
n- 
1s 
n 
J 


d 


r 


1852. 


Mr. HOWARD. I move to amend the amend- | 


| 
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The CHAIRMAN. Thatcan only be done by 


ment of the gentleman from Kentucky by reducing |} Unanimous consent 


the amount $100,000, so as to leave it $50,000. 
[ think that $50,000 is enough, as there has been 


Several Mempers objected 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Iam opposed to the 


no survey, although I confess, Mr. Chairman, || amendment of the gentleman from Texas. My 


that I have no great confidence in the manner in || amendment 
| the amendment of the gentleman from Texas pro- 


which this bill or the estimates have been prepared 


proposes to appropriate $150,000, and 


by the head of the Topographical Bureau; and || poses to reduce that amount to $100,000. I as- 
that if the estimates of the Topographical Bureau || sure the gentleman, and | assure the committee, 


was here for $150,000, I would still vote for | 


$50,000. Why dol say this? I say it for this 


reason, that the only proper person to estimate || ‘ 


that the amount named in my amendment is little 
enough for the improvement of the stream. You 
cannot improve the Kentucky river for $150,000, 


for a work is the scientific oficer who makes the || much less for $50,000, which the gentleman pro- 
survey; that the information is strictly local, and || poses to reduce itto. Indeed, the sum I ask is 


that itis not within the power of the head of the 
department to take up that information and to un- | 
dertake, intelligently, in an office in the city of 
Washington, to reverse all that that officer has | 


only intended fairly to begin the work, and must 
be followed by further appropriations hereafter. 


Another reason for the passage of this amend- 


ment is, that the section of country in which the 


verformed, and to pronounce his work good or || Kentucky river lies, and of which it is the im- 
yad, as has been done in repeated instances in the || portant stream—being the principal stream in our 


preparation of the estimates for this bill. Sir, I || 
do not care what gentlemen may think in relation | 
to the position or point that I now make. 
Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I call the | 
gentleman from Texas to order. I understand | 
that he has moved to reduce the appropriation | 
proposed in theamendment of the gentieman from 
Kentucky. I insist that he should confine his re- | 


i} 


marks to the expediency of that reduction. 


State, as ils name proves—has received fewer ap- 
propriations than any other, and that the largest 
appropriations have been given tothe East. | call 
the attention of the committee to a curious fact, 
illustrating how certain localities are cherished by 
the Committee on Commerce 


On analyzing this bill, | discovered that not a 


single estimate made by the Engineer department 
for the State of New York, and accepted by the 


Mr. HOWARD. Iam doing it. If the gen- || committee, has been cut down one dolar, while 


tleman thinks I am not, let him comply with the 
rule, and reduce my remarks to writing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that | 
the gentleman from Texas must confine his re- || 
marks strictly to his amendment. 

Mr. HOWARD. Lamdoingso. Iam show- | 
ing that this reduction ought to be made, because | 
there is no estimate from the Topographical Bu- | 
reau; and then [ think it is competent for me to | 
show how much weight ought to be attached to | 


the estimates have been cut down one half, and 
i} Sometimes more, for most of other improvements, 
and especially for those in the Northwest. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. Will the gen- 


| tleman let me say one word? 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I cannot; my time 


is too short. 


Mr. SEYMOUR. I presume the gentleman 


does not wish to misrepresent the committee ? 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Certainly I do not, 


the action of the head of the Topographical Engi- || and I will yield to the gentleman for a moment. 


neers, who has prepared these estimates. Is that 
not in order ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that it 
is taking very large latitude. 

Mr. HOWARD. If it is out of order for a 
gentleman to adduce reasons in favor of a position 
which he assumes, of course it is impossible for || 
us to proceed intelligibly. [undertake to say that | 
the estimates of the head of the Topographical 
Bureau have not been made fairly; that he has || 
taken the reports of his subordinate officers—the 
most intelligent and competent officers in his corps; 
that he has reduced their estimates in some in- 
stances, and rejected them altogether in others. | 

Mr. STUART. I call the gentleman to or- 
der. 

Mr. HOWARD. Let the gentleman reduce his 
point of order to writing. 

Mr. STUART. Itis not necessary for me to || 
do so. The rule does not require it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairthinks thatthe | 
remarks of the gentleman from ‘Texas are entirely 
out of order. The Chair called the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. Watsa] to order for making | 
remarks of the same character. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise to a question of | 
order, and it is this: The rule requires that when | 
one gentleman calls another gentleman to order in 
debate, he shall, if required to do so, reduce his 
point of order to writing, that the Chair may de- | 
cide it. That isa privilege that the member upon | 
the floor has a right to, and | make the point be- | 
cause it becomes important. 

Mr. HOWARD. I demanded it myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will inform the | 
gentleman from Illinois, that the Chair himself | 
made the same point as the gentleman from Mich- | 
igan. 
O Mr. RICHARDSON. With all due deference | 
to the Chair, I want it reduced to writing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The rule does not require 
the Chair to reduce it to writing. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. But thegentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Srvarr] made the point of order. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair himself had 
made the same point of order, and the gentleman 
from Michigan only rose to enforce it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Is it in order for me 
to oppose the amendment to the amendment pro- 
peat by the gentleman from Texas? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is in order. 





| 
| 
| 
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} 
Mr. HOWARD. I will withdraw the amend- | 
ment to the amendment. 


Mr. SEYMOUR. Iwill state, then, to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, that, instead of the fact be- 
ing as he had stated it, if he will look at the printed 
estimates, he will find that several works estimated 
for on Lake Erie have been entirely left out of this 
bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I have examined 
this bill carefully, and [ am not mistaken in what 
I say. It is true, as stated by the chairman of 
the Committee on Commerce, that some of the es- 
timates made by the Engineer department are not 
contained in this bill, but it is also true that of all 
the numerous appropriations for the State of New 
York, contained in this bill, there is not one in 
which they have not gone up fully to the estimates 
of the Engineer department, while they have cut 
down the estimates for other portions of the coun- 
try, in many Mstances one half 

‘Mr. STUART. I rise to a question of order. 
It is not in order to discuss the general merits of 
the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I insist that the cen- 
tleman shall reduce his point of order to writing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 
the rule to be, that where there has been anything 
personal in debate, the point of order must be re- 
duced to writing, but not otherwise. 

Mr. STUART. Well, sir, I call the gentleman 
from Kentucky to order. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky must confine his remarks strictly to the 
reasons why the appropriation should not be re- 


| duced. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. How does the Chair 
decide upon the point of order made by the gen- 
tleman from Michigan, [Mr. Srvarr?] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not fully 
understand the question made by the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. STUART. I submitted that it was not in 
order to discuss the merits of the bill, or whether 
it is founded upon the estimates submitted by the 


| Departments or not, upon the amendment now 
| pending. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. 

Mr. GENTRY. I submit that it is perfectly 
legitimate to discuss the question which the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky was discussing. He was 
endeavoring to show that the appropriations con- 
tained in this bill were not fairly distributed in 
the various sections of the country; and I hold 
that that is legitimate argument. 






1965 


Mr. STUART. I call the gentleman to order 
I ask the Chair whether this question of order is 
debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not debatable. 

Mr. FOWLER. I call for the reading of the 
36th rule. That will show that the gentleman 
from Kentucky has the right to demand that the 
gentleman from Michigan shal! reduce his point 
of order to writing 

Mr. CARTTER. lI call the gentleman from 
Massachu: etts to order 

Mr. RICHARDSON and others, objected to 
the reading of the rule ; 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Ken 
tucky has still one minute left, and will proceed in 
order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Iam prepared to show, 
and but for the extreme sensitiveness of the Corn- 
mittee on Commerce, would show that the locali- 
ties from which the gentlemen come, who com- 
pose thatcommittee, areamply provided for in this 
bill, while others are neglected 

Several Memsers. That istrue. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I mean nothing dis 
respectful to the committee. They did what was 
perfectly natural. If I had been upon that com 
mittee it would have been perfectly natural for 
me to have cared specially for my own State 
That is the course connected with this whole sys- 
tem, when you descend to State and local appro 
priations. 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Stuart} ia 
solicitous that we shall not go into the discussion 
of the general merits of this bill. Sir, all debate 
upon this bill was smothered in the beginning 
You have gone into committee upon the bill, and 
have put the five minutes rule upon us, and now 
you will not even allow us to discuss it upon its 
merits in a five minutes speech. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided 
that the gentleman cannot discuss the general 
merits of the bill upon an amendment 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I do not object to 
the decision of the Chair, but I do object to these 
points of order being raised by members of the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. STUART. As it happens, however, | 
have not the fortune to be a member of the Com 
mittee on Commerce. 

The question was taken, and the amendment to 
the amendment was not agreed to. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Breck 
INRIDGE’s amendment, and it was not agreed to 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois, submitted the 
following amendment, to come in at the end of the 
clause under consideration, viz: 


Provided, That the appropriations herein contained for 
the Mississippi, the Ohio, the Missouri, and the Arkansas 
rivers shall be applied exclusively to the improvement of 
the channels of said rivers respectively, and not to the con 
struction of landings and harbors on said rivers. 


Mr. C. said: Mr. Chairman, I believe I havea 
last succeeded in offering an amendment, whic 
will meet the approbation of the committee. If it 
does not, all I can say in addition is, that | am 
opposed to making appropriations in this bill for 
the improvement either of harbors, or landings 
upon the rivers. I deny the authority, and I deny 
the policy or the expediency of the General Gov 
ernment to make them, for the reason that it is 
substituting individual interest for the public wel 
fare. But I have another reason for offering this 
amendment. Heretofore the General Government 
has appropriated large sums of money—hundreds 
of thousands of dollars—for the purpose of making 
the wharves of St. Louis accessible. For the put 
pose of making myself understood, | will ex 
plain the position of an island in the Mississippi, 
opposite St. Louis, about the middle of the river, 
called Bloody Island. The tendency of the cur 
rent is td the Illinois side of that island. The city 
of St. Louis, however, for the purpose of divert 
ing the natural channel of the river to the St. Louis 
side of the river, without any kind of authority 
commenced to build a dam across that portion of 
the river between Bloody Island and the Ilinoia 
side of the river. After they had proceeded with 
the wdtk for some time, the Lilinois authorities 
applied to the courts for an injunction, to stop the 
proceeding, which was granted. The city of 8t. 
Louis, in connection with the owners of Bloody 
Island, made an application to the Legislature of 
Illinois for the privilege of building two cause- 
ways, or two dams, and to make two roads, con 
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necting Bloody Island with the Illinois shore. 
The privilege was granted by the lilinois Legisla- 
ture, and for the purpose of insuring the comple- 
tion of the work, they entered into bonds ina large 
sum with the owners of Bloody Island. They 
commenced the work, and having filled up the 
channel, they failed in constructing these two 
causeways. A flood came, and the whole work 
was very much damaged, but they succeeded in 
doing so much as to destroy the navigation of the 
river upon the [llinois side. 

In the bill which passed the House at the last 
session, and which | understand is to be offered as 
a substitute to this, there is an appropriation of 
9,000 for the improvement of the St. Louis 

arbor. I desire now, before making this ap- 
propriation which is to be made for the improve- 
ment of this river, to have inserted in the billa 
provision, that it shall be applied exclusively to 
the improvement of the navigation of the channels 
of the river, and not for the improvement or con- 
struction of harbors, These owners and capitalists 
at St. Louis, desire to get money from the General 
Government for the paren of building these 
two causeways, and thereby relieving themselves 
from the obligations they were under to construct 
these works, in consequence of the bond entered 
into by them with the State of Illiaois. For the 
reason | have stated, I hope the proviso to the | 
amendment may prevail. I cannot consent that 
appropriations shall be made, and the patronage 
of the General Government used, to build up a 
great city on the Missouri side, to the injury of 
others equally meritorious on the Illinois side. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I wish, for 
the information of the committee, to call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Camp- 
BELL] to this fact, that there was among the printed || 
estimates sent to the House upon this subject, one || 
of $50,000 for the removal of obstructions in the || 
harbor of St. Louis. This, among other estimates, | 

| 
| 


was presented to the Committee on Commerce, 
but they rejected it, upon the very ground which 
the gentleman from Illinois has now urged in favor 
of this proviso. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. Will the gentle- | 
men allow me to ask him one question, for the || 
purpose of correcting the statement made by the | 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Breckinrinee’] || 
I want to know whether there is a single appro- | 
priation, reported by the Committee on Commerce | 
in this bill, which did not have the approbation of | 
the corps of Topographical Engineers ? || 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I rise to a question of || 
order. I want to know whether it is in order to 
discuss this question, in opposition to the amend- 
ment under consideration? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that || 
the gentleman from New York and the gentleman | 
from Maine are out of order in the course of dis- | 
cussion they were pursuing. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I was going on to say that | 
we rejected this estimate, because we did not think 
it came within the proper range of harbor and 
river improvements to construct upon a navigable 
river anything that might be called a harbor, which 
was nothing more than a landing or wharf. The 
committee will perceive that this large appropri- 
ation is confined by the very language of the item 
to which the gentleman from Illinois has alluded to 
the improvement of the navigation of these rivers. 
There is no need therefore for this amendment. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. They want toimprove the 
navigation of the Mississippi by turning its chan- 
nel from the Illinois to the Missouri side; and that 
it would be improved by constructing these cause- || 
ways. It is for the purpose of preventing this 
appropriation from being thus applied, under any || 
circumstances, under the direction of the Secretary 
of War, that I have offered this proviso. || 

Mr. SEYMOUR. After this very estimate for 
the improvement of the St. Louis harbor having | 
been rejected by the Committee on Commerce, 
and given no place in the bill, I really do not think 
any Secretary of War would ever take any por- 
tion of the $260,000 appropriated for the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi river and its tributaries 
for the improvement of the harbor of St» Louis. 
If there is any danger of that being done by any 
Secretary of War we are likely to have there, per- 


haps it would be worth while tu put the restric- 
tion in. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Then why object to the || 
amendment? | 


| by this committee for it. 
|| the reason why the harbor of St. Louis has been 
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The question now being upon the amendment, during the last year, over three thousand steam- 
Mr. CAMPBELL demanded tellers; but they || boat arrivals at the city of St. Louis; each boat 
_ of this vast number freighted with the produce of 
_ our fertile lands, and the rich ores of our mines, 


were not ordered. 


Mr. LANE. I do not desire to oppose this 


/ amendment, but I desire to say a few words in 


relation to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
unanimous consent. 

Several Memsens objected. 

The question was then put, and the amend- 
ment was rejected—ayes 32, noes not counted. 


It can be done only by 


Mr. MILLER offered the following amend- | 


ment: 
For the improvement of the harbor at St. Louis, $50,000. 


Mr. M. said: Mr. Chairman, I beg leave, in the 


| few remarks I intend to present upon the subject 


of this amendment, to call the attention of this 
committee to a clause in the remarks submitted by 


| the honorable chairman of the Committee on 


Commerce (Mr. Seymour] in opening this dis- 


| cussion, and then show you the inconsistency of 


the course taken by that committee in reference to 
the appropriation recommended in this amend- 


| ment, with the rale laid down by the committee | 
| as indicated by the chairman in those remarks. | 


He says: 


“But the committee have presembed another rule for 
their conduct. They have supposed— and that is the ground 
upon which they have framed this bill—that it was their 


duty to provide for tie general wants of the commerce of | 


the country at those localities—those great commercial de- 
pots, where it had already eoncentrated. They did not sup- 


pose that it was within their province to go into those parts | 


of the country just rising into importance, where the com- 
merce had hardly yet defined its localities, where you 
would not know if you appropriated to-day ten or twenty 


thousand dollars for the improvement of a harbor, whether | 
| ten years hence there would be any trade or commerce to | 
| be benefited by it. 


They preferred rather to confine the ap- 
propriations to the wants of the general commerce of the 


| country, by locating them at the great centers of com- 
merce, where it already exists, and where it will be bene- 


fited.’’ 


Now, I desire to call the attention of the com- | 


mittee for a few moments to some facts in con- 
nection with this subject, which I have before 


cal Bureau, relative to this harbor, and which the 


| Committee on Commercé had before them. At 


the last session a similar estimate was made for 


| the improvement of the harbor at St, Louis. 


Mr. WALSH. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Missouri this question: Does he suppose the 
Commitiee on Commerce were bound to surren- 
der their judgments upon constitutional law to the 
Topographical Bureau? 

Mr. MILLER. I will answer the gentleman. 
I did not suppose the Committee on Commerce 
were bound to surrender their judgment to the esti- 
mates of the Topographical Bureau, nor do I sup- 


| pose that wein this committee are bound to sur- 


render our judgment to the recommendation of the 
Committee on Commerce. These estimates have 


;me. I refer to the estimates of the Topographi- | 


or the manufactures and productions of other sec- 
tions. And of the whole number of steamboats 
plying upon our western rivers, the returns show 


_ about one hundred and thirty enrolled and licensed 
| at St. Louis, a larger number than at any other of 


the great cities upon those streams, and ranking 
in the amount of their tonnage second to, and but 
a little below, the tonnage of steamboats enrolled 
and licensed at New Orleans. 


Mr: CAMPBELL, of Illinois. It is unneces- 


_ sary for me to say that I am emphatically opposed 


to the amendment of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. Muter.] I was astonished that the 
committee did not see fit to adopt the amend- 
ment which | offered, and which, perhaps, would 
have excluded the very amendment which the 
gentleman [Mr. Miver] has offered. These 
harbors—I will not call them harbors, for there 
is no such thing as a harbor on a river, the 
river is the harbor itself—these landings upon 
rivers for the benefit of localities where boats re- 
ceive and discharge their freights, the General 
Government has already expended hundreds of 


| thousands of dollars for the very purpose of im- 


| proving them at the city of St. Louis. 





_ reason that | am opposed to it now. 


been furnished to the committee for their considera- | 


tion, but they have seen fit to reject some of them. || 
| Atone moment when an amendment is offered, | 
| not embraced in the estimates, some member of 
| the committee gravely rises, and objects to the | 
ereernee. because there was no estimate for || 
now, sir, when an amendment is proposed | 


it; an 


for the harbor of St. Louis, for which there is an | 


estimate, the gentleman rises and asks whether 
we suppose the committee are bound by these 
estimates? 


I desire to call the attention of the committee to | 


| a few facts, to show how inconsistent are the dec- 


larations of the chairman of the committee as to | 


the rule which guided them, with the action of the 
committee, as is clearly manifested by the facts to 
which I refer. It is very true, sir, that St. Louis 


was, but a few years ago, an inconsiderable | 


six thousand, and with but little trade. Now, 
sir, that city numbers one hundred thousand 
inhabitants, and it has a commerce estimated at 
$60,000,000. 
port of last year, over three thousand arrivals of 
steamboats; and yet, important as this harbor of 
St. Louis is, not only to the city of St. Louis, not 
only to the State of Missouri, but to the States of 
Illinois, lowa, Wisconsin, and the Territory of 
Minnesota, and the country lying south of itupon 
the Mississippi, there is noappropriation furnished 
I desire, sir, to know 


omitted ? 
As I remarked, Mr. Chairman, there were, 


|| French village, with a population not exceeding | 


It had, sir, according to the re- || 





Is that for 
the benefit of the general commerce of the coun- 
try? Itis for the purpose of directing the natural 
channel of the river from the Illinois side to the 
St. Louis side; and the more profusely they ex- 
end the money, the more obstinately the old 
Father of Waters pursues his natural channel. 
Sir, these claims which have been presented for 
harbors upon the Mississippi, have constituted 
one of the greatest difficulties which the friends of 
improvement of the channel have had to encoun- 


| ter in all the contests which have been had for im- 


rovements of that description. Why, sir, so local 
ee improvements of this character been consid- 
ered, that they are seldom or never embraced in 
any system of internalimprovements. They are 
left to the localities, and to the cities immediately 
to be benefited by them. 

Mr. MILLER. Will the gentleman permit me 
to ask him whether appropriations were not made 
in 1836 and in 1837 for this very harbor? 

Mr.CAMPBELL. Yes,sir; and thatisthe very 
There has 
been, as I understand it, between $200,000 and 
$300,000 appropriated for the harbor of St. Louis, 
and which seems to aave such an insatiable maw 
that it can never be satisfied. Are we to leave the 
rapids in the channel unprovided for, for the pur- 
pose of securing a good landing at the wharf of 
St. Louis? I apprehend, sir, before the commit- 


| tee will entertain a proposition of this kind, they 


will pause to consider whether it is not their duty 
to remove the great obstacles to the navigation of 
the stream, rather than to making appropriations 
for constructing convenient landing points for the 
benefit of particular cities and localities. 

Sir, lam opposed to every harbor and every 
landing appropriation which may ever be got up 
in this House while [ am a member of it, and I 
will record my vote against them. I do not op- 
pose the amendment on account of the locality it 


| is intended to benefit, but on account of the prin- 
| ciple itinvolves. If the landingat St. Louis should 


be improved, other points of less importance would 
profit by the precedent, and there would be no end 
to applications for similar objects. 


Mr. MILLER called for tellers; which were 


| not ordered. 


The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and it was not agreed to. 


Mr. ROBINSON moved to strike out the clause 


| **for the improvement of the navigation of the 
wy rerke river below the rapids; the Ohio, in- 


‘cluding the repairs of the dam at Cumberland 
‘Island; the Missouri and the Arkansas rivers, 
‘ $260,000;”” and insert the following clauses: 


That the sum of $100,000, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, be and the same is hereby 
appropriated for the improvement of the Rock Island and 
Des Moines rapids, in the Mississippi river, to be expended 


| under the direction of the Secretary of War. 


That, for the improvement of the navigation of the Mis- 
souri river, by the removal of snags and other obstructions 
in the natural channel of said river, and for the building of 
a snag-boat, with necessary machinery and appurtenances 
suitable to that purpose, the sum of §75,000 be and the same 
is hereby appropriated out of any moncy in the Treasury 
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not otherwise appropriated ; the same to be expended under tion whatever. And let me ask, Mr. Chairman, |} The question being put, the tellers reported— 
the superintendence of the Secretary of War. | in the hands of a corrupt S tary of W i - ; ' 

That, for the improvement of the navigation of the Ar- : : P ee oe yon ea — 31, noes not counted. 
kansas river, by the removal of snags and other obstructions a designing Administration, what could be made So the amendment was rejected. 
in the natural channel of said river, and for the building of | More efficient than the exercise of that discretion Mr. MOLONY offered the following amend- 
a snag-boat, with necessary machinery and appurtenances || jn controlling a presidential election ? | ment: : 


suitable to that purpose, the stum of $75,000 be and the same P ehi : : , ‘ tI 
: ; o t ) - 
is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury if his bill — as it comes from the ¢ ommit 
not otherwise appropriated ; the same to be expended under | “®€ ON Commerce, you put it in the power of the 


For the improvement of Illinois river, $51,000; and for 
the construction of a breakwater and piers at the port of 


the superintendence of the Secretary of War. present President, through his Secretary, to ex- |, Waukegan, Iilinois, $15,000 ; also, $51,000 for the Tennes 
That, for the improvement of the navigation of the Ohio || pend the entire sum of $260,000 at any point he} “ear 

river between Pittsburg and the Falls at Louisville, by the 4 » ° ‘ “hai . 

removal of snags and other obstructions in the natural chan. || C0088, for the purpose of securing votes in the Mr. Chairman, we have been trying for the last 

nel of said river, and for the building of a snag-boat, with || pending presidential campaign. (1 am happy to | two days to so far improve this very unjust bill 

the necessary machinery and appurtenances suitable to that now, however, that at present they think their | as to make it acceptable to the country, all with- 


purpose, the sum of $100,000 be and the same is hereby ap- || nominee is scarcely worth the candle.) I shall || out success, sir. But, sir, after voting down all 
propriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise k for tell hi d rr d ta for the lil > > a 

appropriated ; the same to be expended under the superin- as or tellers upon this amendment. want to amendment or \ 1€ Li inois, for harbors of refuge 
tendence of the Secretary of War. see western men show their hands, and | regret || upon the lakes, for the Tennessee, and other im- 
_ That, for the improvement of the navigation of the Ohio || that we are not in the House, where we could have | portant tributaries of the Mississippi, as highly 
river, below the Falls at Louisville, and the Mississippi | the yeas and nays, to show whether they are will- | inexpedient, if not unconstitutional, notwithstand- 


river, by the removal of snags and other obstructions in the’ : . i > 
sented diaduate of said areas, and for the building of ing to vote as much money to their own section || ing a hundred millions of dollars, and much more, 


snag-boats with necessary machinery and appurtenances of the country as they are for the Atlantic coast. || are demanding these appropriations for its safety, 
— nee of $200,000 be and the same Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I stated the | the committee have just voted $50,000 for James 
is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury ‘ a Vv > shic . > gs) 
not otherwise appropriated ; the same to be expended under other éay = a eee ae —~ 7 Th "CH. I RM. iN —— — $2,000,000. 
the superin’endence of the Seeretary of War. mittee on Commerce placed the appropriation for re CHAIRMAN, he genuleman’s remarks 
, : these western rivers together in one sum as they || are not in order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be com- || have. The gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Ros- || Mr. MOLONY. The application I am going 


pelled to rule this amendment out of order, on the || inson,] by the amendment which he has offered, | to make, will convince the Chair and the commit- 

ground that the Ae evar are identical with || seeks to separate them, and seeks largely to in- || tee that they are in order. 

various bills pending before the House; and hence, || crease the amount which is to be given to the || I take that vote in behalf of James river as a 

under the rule, they are not in order. || western rivers. Now, the reasons stated from || good omen, as an indication that this committee 
Mr. ROBINSON. Then I will modify the | the Topographical Bureau, through the Secretary | have determined to reconsider their votes, and 

amendment by reducing the sum named in each || of War, to the committee, we judged to be good || yet do justice to the Illinois river, the Tennessee, 


proposition, five dollars. 7 || ones, and we commend them to the committee. I || and the commerce of the lakes, by passing the 
The CHAIRMAN. That will be in order. will repeat them. Every person who is conver- || amendment which I have submitted. [t cannot 


Mr. ROBINSON. My object in offering the || sant with the nature of the improvements upon | be, sir, that this committee are prepared to place 
amendment is to test the sincerity of gentlemen of || the western rivers, will perceive that they are of | themselves on the record—— 
this committee who pretend to have such a holy || one character, and that it consists in the construc- The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides the 
regard for the great West, and who desire to have || tion of snag-boats and in extracting from the || gentleman’s remarks to be out of order. They 
a bill pass through for its benefit. Now, the Com- || channels of navigation the snags and other imped- | are oot in explanation of his amendment. 
mittee on Roads and Canals have had all these || iments in them. Now, formerly, as the Depart- Mr. MOLONY. Iam coming directly to that 
matters referred to them by a vote of this House, | ment informed us, they have been accustomed to | explanation. The Chair will see the order of my 
and they have had them under serious considera- | have separate appropriations. Each river having |, remarks before | get through. 1 repeat, can it be 
tion, and have authorized the reporting of five dif- || a separate appropriation, of course you were || possible that this committee are prepared to de- 
ferent bills, which are embraced substantially in || obliged to construct for each of them separate ap- || clare an appropriation to James river constitu- 
the amendment I have had the honor to offer. || paratus, because each one was entitled to the use || tional and expedient, while the vast commerce of 
They appropriate a specified amount for each one || of its own funds. Besides that, there has always || the Illinois, Tennessee, and the lakes, which 
of the great western rivers—for the Mississippi || been a great difficulty in operating upon those || loudly demand—— 
and its tributaries. They go further, and desig- || rivers, from the fact that there would be high water The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order to talk 


nate the manner in which the improvements should | in one river when it is low in another. || about the Tennessee river. 
be made—to wit: by the removal of snags and || Mr. ROBINSON (interrupting) madea remark || Mr. MOLONY. That is apart of the very amend- 
other obstructions in the natural channel of those || which was inaudible to the Reporter. ment now pending. | was proceeding to say when 


rivers. Mr.SEYMOUR. The Department states that | interrupted by the Chair, that the passage of this 
If gentlemen are really sincere in desiring ap- || this fund should be thus concentrated and kept | amendment was loudly demanded by the wants 
propriations to aid the great West, they will cer- || together; and that it will be a more economical || of a great commerce suffering for the want of it, 
tainly have no objection in striking out the clause || mode of operating by enabling them to transfer | and that the committee, standing upon the record 
under consideration, and substituting the one I || their body of men engaged in this service, as well | against it, after voting for the James river appro- 
have sent to the Chair. as their implements of labor, from one river to an- | priation, could not vindicate before the country its 
The amendment I propose makes a larger ap- || other, as may be demanded by the state of the | character for impartiality and justice; it would be 
propriation for these western rivers, by some, water, or other circumstances. For these rea- || parallel with the act of the Committee on Com- 
$200,000, than the one reported by the Committee || sons, and forno other, have the committee put | merce, who have taken to New York the lion’s 
on Commerce, and it will, therefore, render the || this whole ajif#priation in one item. Wedeemed | share of the appropriation reported by them. The 
bill so much the more equal in its general charac- || it best for us to rely upon those men who, for a |, committee owe it to themselves to reconsider their 
ter than it is now. “Phere were, sir, upon the || long period of years, have been conversant with | votes. 
Committee on Roads and Canals more than one | these matters—who have the aid of persons of || The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s remarks 
or two members, coming from the valley of the || great experience in the Topographical Corps, || are not in order. 
Mississippi, who represented the interests of the | Colonel Long and others, who have had especial! Mr. MOLONY. I was going only to add— 
Great West and the people who live there, and || charge of the improvements on the western rivers || and pass this amendment. 
who ought to know something about their inter- || —rather than resort to any conjecture upon the Mr. STANLY. 1am opposed to the amend- 
esis; and I ask you, Mr. Chairman, who, if any, || subject. Even if a division of this appropriation || ment of the gentleman from Illinois. If I can get 
have a right to be consulted about what they want || should be decided upon, we have no data before || an opportunity, I shall offer an amendment which 
in reference to these improvements, and as to how || us by which we could tell how much to give to || will be decisive as to these amendments. 


the money should be expended? Now, the Com- || one river or how much to another. Mr. MOLONY demanded tellers; which were 
mittee on Commerce have lumped the appropria- There is another reason. This whole appro- | not ordered. 

tion for the three principal western rivers, to be || priation is but for the ensuing fiscal year—I should The question was then put, and the amendment 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of | rather say for the present fiscal yeur, forwe have of Mr. Motony was disagreed to. 

War. Now, every one knows, who knows any- | already passed beyond the last of June, when the Mr. BISSELL. I submit for the consideration 
thing about the western rivers, that when appro- || last fiscal year expired. The consequence is, the of the committee the following amendment: 
priations have been made, to be expended under |, Department, if this sum shall be voted, will use For the improvement of the Hudson river, above its 


the direction of the Secretary of War, without || this money only fogpthis year, and for the pur- _ highest navigable point, $50,000 ; and, for the unprovement 
any limitation or restriction whatever, that the || poses indicated, in operating upon those rivers this | ° the Hiimote river, Ga00. 

judgment of the steamboat captains, pilots, and || year. The next year they will ask for more, but Mr. Chairman, | stil] think that im a bill of this 
river men through the entire West, has been that you are first obliged to construct and collect to- | sort something ought to be appropriated for the im - 
the appropriation has been expended so as to do || gether your boats and other implements; and it || provement of the navigation of the Illinois river. 
more harm than good. They are the ones who || is better to have but one set of them than to have | Of course I must admit, in deference to the com- 
possess the proper information. Nowfif you will || three or four different sets—one upon the Arkan- | mittee who reported this bill, that that river is of 
strike out the section the committee have reported, || sas, one upon the Missouri, one upon the Missis- | very insignificant importance, compared with the 


and adopt the amendment I have sent to the Chair, || sippi, and another upon the lower Ohio. other rivers, which that committee has so amply 
then you will have the money appropriated as|| I will add, in reference to the gentleman’s | provided for. By itself it may be entitled to no con- 
we, who live upon those rivers, and whose inter- |. amendment, that he has omitted one very import- |, sideration whatever, in the opinion of those wen- 
ests are involved, desire it. || ant Object. We have included in our bill for the | tlemen. With a view, therefore, to entitle the Iili- 


I stated, when upon the floor the other day, in | Ohio, the Cumberland dam asa specific matter. | nois to the sum of $200, 1 have coupled the prop- 
reference to the clause appropriating $260,000 to | It isnot contained in the gentleman’s amendment. || osition with one for an additional appropriation of 
the Mississippi and its tributaries, that it would The question being on the amendment, || $50,000 for the Hudson. This, | hope, may ren- 
be in the power of the Secretary of War to ex- Mr. ROBINSON demanded tellers; which were || der my amendment acceptable to the committer 
pend the whole sum upon any one of those rivers, || ordered; and Messrs. Dean, and Jounson of Ar- || who have this bill in their especial charge. But, 
and at any point upon either, without any restric- || kansas, were appointed. || as the committee, in getting up the bill, have taken 
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care to provide in advance for the Hudson, to the 

extent of $50,000, which is deemed sufficient for 
all the navigable pertion of that river, the ad- 
ditional $50,000 now asked for is proposed to be 
expended exclusively above the highest navigable 
point. [Laughter.] Now, I do hope that this 
very liberal proposition will sesere to my amend- 
ment the favorable consideration of the Commit 

tee on Commerce, and especially of its able chair- 
man; and that thus we may obtain for the Illinois 
river the $200 prayed for. [Renewed laughter.} 
I admit that, compared with the Hudson, the [lh 

nois river, although occupying a precisely similar 
commercial position, is a very insignificant stream. 
And so the Committee on Commerce have evident- 
ly regardedit. Ido wellremember, from my early 
reading, that when the renowned Dutch navigator, 
old Hendrick Hudson, first entered, and sailed or 
floated up the river, which properly bears his 
name, he supposed he had discovered, what so 
many have sought in vain for since, the northwest 
passage to China; and he took an extra drink of 
schnaps on account of it. [Laughter.] I presume, 
from the high appreciation in which the Commit- 
tee on Commerce seem to hold that river, and the 
partiality evinced for it, over all other rivers, espe- 
cially of the West, that they have adopted the 
views of the honest Dutch navigator concerning 
it; though it does seem as though my friend, the 
honorable chairman of that committee [Mr. Sey- 
mour] had lived long enough on the banks of the 
Hudson to have learned that the importance which 
its discoverer attached to the stream was alto- 
gether imaginary. [Laughter.] 

A Voice. Was it the committee that took an 
extra drink? 

Mr. BISSELL. No; it was the discoverer of 
the Hudson that took the extra drink. The com- 
mittee have merely taken an extra share of the 
appropriations provided for in their bill. 

Seriously, Mr. Chairman, I have endeavored to 
show, on previous occasions, that the Illinois river 
was entitled to a place in this or any similar bil! 
which may come up for the consideration of Con- 
gress. It constitutes,as I have before said, an 
important link in the chain connecting the lakes 
with the Atlantic ocean on the west, being con 
nected with the lakes by a most excellent and 
costly canal. I have likened it to the Hudson, 
which, in a similar manner, is connected with the 
lakes by a similar canal. The commerce upon it 
is immense, and rapidly increasing in magnitud: 
and importance. For want of improvement, its 
navivation is rendered difficult, and is almost 


wholly obstructed at certain seasons of the year. 


The Government has never yet expended a dollar 
on that great river, while others of scarcely as 
much importance, though with different geograph 
ical situations, have been improved year by year 
with money taken from our National Treasury. 
l have before called the attention of the House to 
the fact, that the bill which passed this body during 
the last Congress con'‘ained an appropriation of 
$50,000 for this river, and that in framing this bill 
the Committee on Commerce have coolly rejected 
that item without giving us a why or a wherefore 
As an Illinoisian, feeling a deep interest in the wel- 
fare of my State, and as a lover of justice in the 
abstract, | shal! feel constrained to withhold my 
support from this bill in its present shape. Nor 
do I see how any western man, In view of its 
gross inequality, can vote forthe bill in the ab- 
sence of those modifications which a due regard 
to the commerce of the great West demands. 

Mr. SAVAGE. fam opposed to the gentle- 
man’s amendment. I think that his State has had 
enough in the way of public land, without appro- 
priating her public money. 

Mr. BISSELL. If that be the ground upon 
which an appropriation is refused for the Illinois 
river—and it has been so intimated by gentlemen 
before, when speaking in favor of the bill—I am 
glad to hear it announced, and wish it to be under- 
stood. We of the new States, where these lands 
lie,and where we are struggling to make im prove- 
ments, want no better ground to justify our oppo- 
sition to the bill. We never dreamed of paying 
in this way for those lands. 

Mr. SAVAGE. I was opposed to the appro- 

riation of public land which was made to his 
tate; and I am opposed now to the appropriation 
of the public money. More especially have I a 
right to complain when I have witnessed appro- 


priations of every kind for the improvement of the | 


waters touching the State of 7 nnessee re fused. 
The State of Illinois, which has received such 
liberal grants of the public land, is the last State 


which | supposed would have asked for an 
propriation of the public money. I am not only 
opposed to appropriations for Illinois, but to ap- 
propriations for any of these States. I bi 
that class of politicians who are op 


ADe- 
i} 


ong to 
nosed to a gen- 
eral system of internal improvements; | 


strongly opposed to a general, | am 


put while 
) mucn more 
hostile to a partial, unjust, and iniquitous system 
like that which 1s endeavored to be fixed upon the 
country by the present bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. The 


discuss the merits of the bill. 


rentieman cannot 


Mr. SAVAGE. 1 did not rise to make special 
objection to the gentiema ’s appro yriation. | think 
his State has as much right to the public money 
as the Stateof New York. It has had liberal ap- 
propriations of the public land, but my State has 


had neither money nor land from the Government; 


ant ‘ a 
not well see other Sta 


and 1 could es recelving ap- 
propriations of land and money without objecting. 
Mr. DEAN. I offer the following amendment 


to the amendment: 


And the further sum « 


* $50,000 is hereby appropriated to 
remove obstructions from every stream west of the Al 
Jegany mountains which is navigable twenty-five miles 
for scows; and the further sum of $25,000 to make each 


place that is now damp a proper receptacle 
the like sum to Professor tspy 
means, a sufficient sup; 


for water; and 
for furnishing, by scientific 
y Of water tor the sal 


Mr. GOODENOW. 
mentis not in order, 

The CHAIRMAN. 
itself authorized to rule it out of order. 

Mr. DEAN. The gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Bisst LL} has offered an amendment which is 
not complete within itself. 


1 submit that the amend- 


The Chair hardly feels 


He moves the appro- 


priation of $50,000 for the improvement of the 
Hudson river abs its navigable point. Noman 
from New York—no man in this committee who 


1s interested in the navigation 
general commerce of the « 
such an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
are not in order. 
Mr. DEAN. Iam speaking to my amendment. 
It is ne cessary, in order to | 


of this river, or the 


yuntry, has asked for 


Che gentleman’s remarks 


perfect the amendm 
»{Mr. Bissext,]} that 

amendment. If the 

Ove 


of the gentleman from [lino 
I should offer this 
river 1s to be 


Hu on 


improved a tide-water, and 


above the piace w here 11S navigable, the streams 


west of the Alle rany should be improved in the 
manner. And the only 

prove those rivers is to furnish them with water. 
Chat is all they want. They have not wate: 
enough; but there is a good place for a river all 
along there anywhere, if you can only furnis 
proper quantity of water. ProfélGor E py 
that can do it. Laughter. } l 
amendment of the genileman 
BisseL.] is perfected by the ame 
offer. L hope that my amendment 
and voted for by the 


same way we can Im 


the 






Says 


he say that 


t the 
Illinois [Mr. 
ndment 1 now 
will be adopted 
in favor 
entleman from Illinois, 


from 





é ntlemen who are 
of the amendment of the g 
[Mr. Bisseir.} 

Mr. DUNHAM. I think that amendment of- 
fered by the trom New York {Mr. 
Dean] is in perfect keeping with this bill, with the 
action of this committee, and with this whole de 
bate. He proposes that we shall be furnished 
with water. I think the best supply 
of water is wind, and we need not go far, not fur- 
ther than tleman himself, to find the ma- 
chine by which we could be supplied with wind 
for almostany commercial and manufacturing pur- 
pose which we need in that western country. 
{ Laughter. } 

I think it ill becomes a gentleman from an east- 
ern State to offer such an amendment as this. 
When the State from which he comes has had 
improvements made out of the General Treasury 
these many years, and when the commerce of his 
State has been created and is now maintained by 
the West—when its wealth has been built up from 
the hard earnings of these western and northwest- 
ern States, it ill becomes him to stand up in this 
House and attempt to cast ridicule upon the coun- 
try which has made hisown. He may well boast 
of the improvements of his State, of her wealth, 
of her peculiar position as the great thoroughfare 
for our commerce which has enriched her; but it 
seems to me that it is not very generous for him 


centleman 


fray he 
ior avsence 


the ge 


to ridicule our honest though humble efforts to || 
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improve the channels of our commerce. We have 
grown up by ourown exertions; by our own exer 

tions we shall continue to grow, and prosper, and 
wax great, until the heart of this country will be 
in the western valley. You ask us not only to 
support yourcommerce, make yourimprovements, 
but you levy taxes upon us for the purpose of 
building up your manufactures; and when we come 
here and ask that an humble mite may be granted us 
out of the Public Treasury for works of general 
importance, a Treasury which we supply by an 
unjust, unequal, and partial system of taxation, 
arranged for your benefit, we are to be met with 
scorn, and taunts, and ridicule, when you have 
been draining that same Treasury for years and 
years. Others from the West may submit to it, 
but [, for one, will not. 

Talk about our want of water! Why, it is the 
commerce that floats upon our western waters, 
that has filled the coffers of the State of New 
York, and the New England States. Our want 
of water! It is upon the bosom of our western 
waters that the productions of your manufacto- 
ries which have been built up by the partial exer- 
cise of the powers of this Government, find a way 
to market, and that you have become rich, and 
have grown proud and insolent, as you show here 
upon this floor and elsewhere. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Dean’s 
amendment to the amendment, and it was re- 
jected. 

Mr. COBB. I offer the following amendment 
to the amendment: 


For the improvement of the Coosa river, above Greens- 
port, inthe State of Alabama, and below Rome, in the State 
of Georgia, $20,000. 

I will make no speech upon it. The amendment 
speaks for itself. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Coss’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Bis- 
SELL’s amendment, and it was not agreed !o. 

Mr. HUNTER. I offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in at the end of the original clause: 

Sixty thousand dollars of the same to be expended inthe 
improvement of the Ohio above the Falls at Louisville. 

The committee will perceive that I do not pro- 
pose in this amendmentto make an appropriation 
of a single dollar more than is in the bill. In the 
present reading of the House bill, it strikes me 
that the whole amount will be expended below the 
Falls. Sixty thousand dollars is the amount esti- 
mated for above the Falls, and I ask only that 
the reading of the bill shall be changed, so that 
this amount shall be expended above the Falls. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Hunter’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. GENTRY. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

For the improvement of the Tennessee river above the 
Musele Shoals, $100,100, to be expended under the diree- 
tion of the Secretary of War. 

This amendment differs somewhat from those 
heretofore offered and rejected by the committee. 
The gentleman from Alabama {Mr. Coss] pro- 
posed an amendment for this river, to be expended 
in part above, and in part below, the Muscle 
Shoals. [| am not sure whether the amount to 
be expended above the Muscle Shoals, was the 
same as proposed in my amendment. My col- 
league (Mr. Cuurcuwett] offered an amendment 
for the improvement of the Tennessee and its trib- 
utaries. This amendment proposes simply to im- 
prove the Tennessee river above the Muscle 
Shoals. I do not care about saying much in its 
favor. It speaks for itself. It ought to speak for 
itself, and if the members of this Congress had 
looked to the geography of that country, its com- 
mercial wants, and the military necessities to be 
subserved by this proposition for an appropriation 
to that stream, there would be no need for urging 
it upon their favorable consideration. I do not 
believe that there is a singleitem in this bill, of all 
the various improvements proposed to be made 
by it, that is so important as this. The immense 
system of rsilroad improvements in the southern 
Atlantic States connect with the Tennessee river 
at Chattanooga. The Tennessee river is the con- 
necting link between that point and the vast valley 
of the Mississippi. It is over that river that 
Ohio, Hlinois, Indiana, Missouri, Iowa, and 
Minnesota will have to transport their productions 
to the markets which the southeastern Atlantic 
States furnish; and it is over the same channel of 
communication in time of war, when your south- 
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